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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
PUBLIC SERVANTS - PART-TIME CONTINGENT EMPLOYEES - MATERNITY 

LEAVE - FURTHER ORDERS ISSUED . 


GENERAL ADMINISTRATION (RULES, DEPARTMENT 
G. O. (P ) No. 138 /78 /GAD . Dated , Trivandrum , 14th March 1978 


Read: 


G. O. (P ) No. 111/78 /GAD dated 17-2-1978. 


ORDER 


In the G. 0. read above Government have ordered that female part 
time contingent employees are eligible for two months leave for maternity 
purpose with 50 % of pay and full allowances during the period . The 
question of granting leave to the part- time contingent employees for abortions 
or miscarriage has been examined by Government. Accordingly they are 
pleased to order that female part-time contingent employees may be granted 
six weeks leave for abortions or miscarriage out of which 15 days will be 


with full pay. 


By order of the Governor, 

C. RANGASWAWY , 

Under Secretary 
То 

All Heads of Departments and Offices . 
All Departments of the Secretariat (all sections ). 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission (with C.L.) 
The Registrar, University of Kerala , Trivandrun . 
The Registrar, University of Calicut, Calicut 
The Registrar, University of Cochin , Cochin 

The Registrar, High Court, Ernakulam 
G. 446 
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The Advocate General, Ernakulam 

(With C. L ) 
The Registrar, Kerala Agricultural University, Trichur 
The General Manager, Kerala State Road Transport 

Corporation , Trivandrum 
The Secretary , Kerala State Electricity Board , Trivandrum 
The Accountant General Trivandrum 
All Secretaries, Additional Secretaries, Joint Secretaries , 

Deputy Secretaries, and Under Secretaries to Government. 
The Secretary to Governor 
The Private Secretaries to the Chief Minister and other Ministers 
The General Administration (Services- B )/ (Services-G ) Department. 
The Stenographer to the Chief Secretary 
The S enographer to the Additional Chief Secretary 
All Recognised Service Associations 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
PUBLIC SERVICES - PERSONS ALREADY IN SERVICE BELONGING TO 
SCHEDULED CASTES AND SCHEDULED TRIBES - TEMPORARY 
EXEMPTION FROM PASSING TESTS - EXTENSION OF 

PERIOD - ORDERS ISSUED . 


GENERAL ADMINISTRATION (SERVICES D ) DEPARTMENT 
G.O. (Ms.) No. 157/78 /GAD . Dated , Trivandrum , 22nd March 1978 . 


Read :-1. G.O.Ms. No. 22 /PD . dated 13-1-1972 . 

2. G. O. Ms. No. 13/74/PD . dated 11-1-1974 . 
3. G. O. ( P ) No. 136 /75 /PD . dated 5-7-1975 . 
4 . G. O. ( P ) No. 271/75 /PD . dated 8-11-1975 . 
5 . G. O. P , No. 157/76 /PD . dated 28-5-1976 . 
6 . GO. (P ) No. 219,76/PD . dated 12-7-1976 . 
7 . G. O. (P ) No. 202 /77 /GAD . dated 23-6-1977 . 
8. G.O. ( P ) No. 447 /77 /GAD . dated 21-12-1977 . 
9. Letter o AII (1) 1457 /78 /GW . dated 21-3-1978 from the 
Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission . 

ORDER 
The period of temporary exemption granted in the G. O read as first 
paper above, as extended by the G. Os. second to sevenih read above , to 
the Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes employees in service on 
13-1-1972 from passing all tests (un fied and special or departmental tests) 
expired on 19-12-1977, the date of publicat on of the results of the last 
tests conducted by the Public Service Commission . By Rule 13 AB of the 
Kerala State and Subordinate Services Rules, 1958 the above benefit his 
been extended to members of the Scheduled Castos and of the Scheduled 
Tribes who entered service after 13-1-1972 also . 

2. Government are now pleased to order that the said period of 
temporary exemption be extended for a further period of one year from 
19-12-1977 . 

By order of the Governor, 
ZACHARIA MATHEW , 

Special Secretary. 
G. 485 

[ P.T.o.] 
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All Heads of Departments and Offices. 
All Departments (all Sections) of the Secretariat. 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Comission ( with C. L.) 
The Registrar, High Court, Ernakulam 
The Registrar, University of Kerala /Cocbin / Calicut 
The Registrar , Kerala Agricultural University, Trichur 
The Advocate General, Ernakulam 
The Secretary, Kerala State Electricity Board 
The General Manager, Kerala State Road Transport 

Corporation 
The Secretary to Governor. 
The Private Secretary to the Chief Minister and other Ministers. 
The Stenographers to the Chief Secretary and Additional Chief 

Secretary . 
The Director of Public Relations. 


> 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G.O. (Rt.) N ). 299 /78 /L & H . Dated , Trivandrum , 18th February 1978 . 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey in respect of the dispute 
between the Manager International Fisheries Ltd., P.B.No. 841 Palluruthy 
North , Palluruthy Road , Cochin -5 and their workmen represented by the 
1. Secretary, Cochin Port Trade 

Union 

Congress, Panayappally, 
Cochin - 5 and (2 ) The Secretary , Cochin Fish Factory Workers Union Tew 
Town Cochin -2 received by Government on 16-2-1978 is hereby published 
under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( Central Act XIV of 
1947 ). 

By order of theGovernor, 

P. P. MATHULLA , 
Deputy Secretary. 


In the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey 
Dated this the 13th day of February, Nineteen 
hundre , and Seventy Eight 

Present: 
SHRI K. P. M.SHERIFF, B. SC., B. L. 

Industrial Tribunal 
INSURANCE CASE No. 15 of 1977 

Between 
The Manager, International Fisheries Ltd., P.B.No. 341, 
Palluruthy North , Palluruthy Road, Cochin -5 

And 
The workmen of the above establishment represented by (1) The 
Secretary , Cochin Port Trade Union Congress, Panayappally , 
Cochin -5 and (2 ) The Secretary , Cochin Fish Factory 

Workers Union, Jew Town, Cochin-2 
Representations : 

M /s. Menon & Pai, 
Advocates, Ernakulam . 

For Management 
Shri K. Damodara Kurup, 
Advocate, Ernakulam , 

For Union No. 2. 
GA 25 /B . 


) 
) 


AWARD 


This industrial dispute between the above parties was referred to this 
Tribunal for adjudication by Government as per G. O. (Rt. ) No. 827 /77/ 
LBR dated 15-7-1977. The only issue referred for adjudication is “ Bonus 
for the year 1975-1976 ." 

2. Pursuant to summons the Management and the Union No. 2 submitted 
their Vakalaths. Union No. I was absent inspite of accepting summons and 
therefore Union No. I was declared exparte. The case was thereafter 
adjourned to 3-9-1977 , issuing registered notice to Union No. 1. On 3-9-1977 
Union No. 1 absented again inspite of accepting the registered notice and so 
the exparte order against them wasmade absolute. The case was then ad 
journed to 1-10-1977 for the claim statement of Union No. 2. On 1-10-1977 
the Union No. 2 did not file any claim statement. Therefore the case was 
posted for disposal, issuing registered notice to Union No. 2 and posting the 
case to 19-11-1977. On 19-11-1977 the learned counsel for Union No. 2 
submitted that he has no instruction and so Union No. 2 was declared 
exparte. Registered notice was again issued to Union No. 2 and the case 
was posted to 24-12-1977. On 24-12-1977 Union No. 2 absented again 
without assigning any reason whatsoever despite accepting the registered 
notice and so the exparte order against Union No. 2 was also made 
absolute . 

3 . The Management immediately submitted an affidavit and work -sheet . 
In the affidavit the Management has affirmed that there was no allocable 
surplus at all for the relevant period and so the company is not liable to pay 
any bonus for the year 1975-76 . In the work -sheet submitted by the 
management an amount of Rs. 1,09,831 is shown as minus, i. c . , is a 
defecit. 

4. As per the Payment of Bonus Act 1965 as amended by Act 23 of 19/6 , 
since there is no allccable sui plus, there is no liability for payment of 
bonus. Therefore I pass this award declaring that the Management is not 
liable to pay any bonus for the relevant period to the concerned workmen . 
I pass this award accordingly and this award shall come into force on the 
expiry of thirty days from the date of its publication in the Government 
Gazette . 
Alleppey, 

K. P. M.SHERIFF , 
13-2-1978 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour & Housing ( A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G. O. (Rt.) No. 301/78 / L & H . Dated , Trivandrum , 18th February 1978 . 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the dispute 
between the Managing Partner, Chandra Corporation Agency Division , 
P. B. No. 1735 , M. G. Road , Ravipuram Junction , Ernakulam and their 
workmen represented by Sri K. P. Joseph , Kuttanparambil House, House 
No. XXII/ 1021, Thevara , Cochin -13 received by Government on 17-2-1978 
is hereby published under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(Central Act XIV of 1947 ). 

By order of the Governor , 

P. P. MATHULLA , 
Deputy Secretary . 


Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
( Tuesday, the 14th day of February, Nineteen hundred 

and seventy eight) 

Present : 
Sri R.K. VENU NAYAR , B.A. B.L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 38/75 

Between 
The Managing Partner, Chandra Corporation Agency Division , 
P. B. No. 1735 , M.G. Road, Ravipuram Junction , 

Ernakulam , Cochin - 16 


And 


Sri K. P. Joseph , Kuttanparambil House , House No. XXII/1021 

Thevara, Cochin - 13 


GA . 27 /B 


2 


AWARD 


. 


An industrial dispute existing between the above parties was referred to 
this Tribunal for adjudication by OrderNo., G.O. Rt. No. 400/75/LER 
dated 4-4-1975. The issues referred are the following: 

1. Denial of employment to Sri K. P. Joseph . 
2 . Arrear wages at the rates fixed by Government Notification 

No. 15971/E1/73 /LBR dated 1-4-1974 . 
2. The management establishment is engaged in the sales , distribution , 
assembling and repairing of electrical equipments like refrigerators, Air 
conditioners, water coolers and allied products . This concerned worker 
was appointed as an apprentice with effect from 15-7-1968. Even before 
this he was working under the same management. He had experience as 
an electrician . They terminated his service with effect from 1-6-1974 
while he was working as a mechanic . Though they terminated his service 
they continued to run the business and they were doing the same work 
through othermachanics. He demanded the minimum wages and dearness 
allowance and the management terminated his service as a measure of victi 
misation . The reasons stated for his termination are incorrect. So he says 
that he is entitled to be reinstated with back wages . 

3. His case under issue No. 2 is that the management is bound to pay 
the minimum wages fixed by the Government of Kerala by Notification 
No. 15971/E1/73 /LBR dated 1-4-1974 . He is entitled to get the rate fixed 
by the prior Notification till 31-3-1974 . The latest Notification has fixed 
his pay as a mechanic at Rs. 8.20 per day and dearness allowance . He 
was only being paid Rs. 100. He is entitled to get the difference also . 

4. The management says in the reply statement that the worker has 
moved the Labour Court, Quilon in C. P. 293/74 for his arrears of wages and 
dearness allowance and is pending adjudication . Since he has chosen the 
proper forum for it he is barred from raising it, here. The management 
toiminated the service of all the employees working in their agency division . 
None of the other workers have raised any dispute about this termination , 
and they have all received the compensation offered by the management. 
It is a bonafide termination . They did not terminate his services because 
of the demands raised by the worker fr minimum wages . The worker s 
claim is for minimum wages payable to the workers in the minor engineering 
industry This being an agency division he is not entitled to claim this 
amount. So the management says that the worker is not entitled to any 
relief. There is no rejoinder filed by the union . 

5. The concerned worker says that the management is continuing to run 
the establishment. He also reiterates his plea that he is entitled to get the 
wages payable to the employees in the minor engineering industry . There 
were 6 persons along with him in the establishment and the worker admits 


in cross-examination that the management terminated the services of all 
these persons along with him . He was offered Rs. 400 as compensation but 
he did not accept it . This agency division was dealing in the articles manu 
factured by M /s. Blue Star. Now they have an office at M.G. Road . He 
also admits that the workshop in which he was working is now closed . He 
further admits that they are not selling . now the articles manufactured by 
Blue Star . The other workers have not raised any dispute. 

6. The chief accountant of Cochin Company speaks on behalf of the 
management. He says that a partnership firm owned this Agency division . 
They were dealers in electrical appliances manufactured by M /s. Blue Star. 
Now the dealership is cancelled because of their opening an office at Cochin . 
The witness would say that he was appointed also as the chief accountant, 
of Chandra Corporation . When electrical appliances like air conditioners 
etc. are supplied they give a guarantee and the servicing during the guarantee 
period has to be done by the dealers. He would say that they terminated 
the service of the 6 (six ) staff members who worked in the establishment 
when it was closed . None of the other workers have raised an indus riat 
dispute about the termination . In cross he says that the managing 
partners of the Cochin Company and the Chandra Corporation is the same 
person . In this division there were 3 mechanics. They closed it with effect 
from 30-5-1974 . He says that Exts. W5 and W6 are bill and receipts issued 
by the management after the closure. They were not paying minimum 
wages to their employees. No demand was also raised by the workers . 
This is the evidence recorded in this case . 

7. Issue No. 1. – The worker says that the management denied employ 
ment to him because of his raising a demand for higher wages for minimum 
wages. It is admitred by both parties that a C. P. is filed by the worker and 
that is pending adjudication before the Labour Court, Quilon . A copy of 
that is not produced and the worker does not say the date on which it was 
filed . No other demand was also raised except this . So one cannot say 
whether this demand was raised before his termination or after this . Then 
he says that there is no bonafide closure of the factory . For this he relies 
on Exts. W5 and W6 Ext. W5 is a bill for the servicing of refrigerator by 
the management. Ext. W6 is the receipt for the payment of some amount. 

That is for repairs to a refrigerator Both are dated 8-8-1974 . It is in 
evidence that the management was dealing in articles manufactured by a 
particular party. Their case is that when their principals started their own 
office in Cochin their dealership was annulled . It is also admitted by the 
worker that the workshop in which he was working formerly has been closed. 
It is also in evidence that along wi hin the management terminated the 
service of 5 other workers. Ext. W5 and W6 are only 2 isolated documents 
over which an explanation is offered by the management saying that they 
had an obligation to service the refrigerators sold by them for a particular 
period . These two documents do not in any way show that the management 
has continued to work as the dealers of their former principals. 

The 
evidence so far referred to clearly show that the management closed their 
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workshop and terminated the service of 5 other persons. They have not 
raised any industrial disputes and they have not come to substantiate the 
case of worker that the establishment is working even now . So I find that 
there is a bonafide closure and there was no motive of victimisation . Hence 
the worker is not entitled to any relief under issue No. I. But it is made 
clear that he is entitled to the compensation offered by the management. It 
is to be paid if he has not drawn it already. 

8 . Issue No. II. - The worker says that he is entitled to wages at the rate 
fixed by the Government Notification No. 15971/ E1/73/ LBR dated 14-1974. 
The question whether the worker is entitled to get this rate is to 
be decided before awarding this amount . This is only a sales depot 
wherein some persons are appointed to do the servicing and repairing wok. 
Materials are not sufficient to conclude that the workers like WWI are 
entitled to the minimum wages fixed by the above said Notification . 

There 
s already the evidence in this case saying that the worker has approached 
he Labour Court, Quilon for awarding the minimuin wages . In view of 
he pendency of that proceeeding before the Labour Court this is left open 
o be decided there . So no relief is being granted under issue No. 2. also . 

I pass this award as stated above. 
Calicut, 

R. K. VENU NAYAR , 
14-2-1978 . 

Industrial Tribunal Calicut. 


Appendix 
Witness examined on the side of the Union: 

WW1. K. P. Joseph . 
Witness examined on the side of the Management: 

MWI. N. V. Krishna Iyer. 
Exts. Marked on the side of the Union: 
W1. Order No. Nil dated 19-7-1968 from Chandra Corporation 

Agency Division . 
W2. Ref. No. CAS/754 /69/MPO dated 29-8-1969 from the Chandra 

Corporation . 
W3. Order dated 24-8-1971 from the Company. 
W4. Order dated 18-5-1974 from the Company. 
W5 . Bill No. 1172/74 dated 8-8-1974 from Chandra Corporation to 

Dr. P. K.Raj. 
W6. Receipt No. 1450 dated 8-8-1974 from the Chandra Corporation 
Exts. Marked on the side of the management; 

Nil, 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. Rt. No. 56 /78 / L & H . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 10th January 1978 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the dispute 
between theManagement of the Calicut Wholesale Co-operative Consumers 
Stores Ltd. and their workmen represented by the ( 1) The Calicut 
Wholesale Co-operative Consumers Stores Employees Association , Calicut, (2 ) 
The Super Market Staff Association, Calicut, (3 ) Staff Council, Depart 
mental Stores, Badagara , (4 ) The Calicut Wholesale Co-operative Con 
sumers 

Stores Employees Union , Kallai Road , Calicut and (5 ) 
Sri T. Sreedharan and 13 others represented by V. V. Chandrasekharan 
and M. Aravindakshan Employees, Super Market, Calicut received by 
Government on 3-1-1978 is hereby published under section 17 of the Indus 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIVof 1947) . 

By order of theGovernor, 

P. P.MATHULLA , 
Deputy Secretary. 


Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
( Saturday , the 24th day of December, One thousand, Nine hundred 

and seventy seven ) 

Present: 
SRI R.K. VENU NAYAR , B.A., B.L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 60/76 

Between 
Tke Management of the Calicut Wholesale Co- operative 

Consumers Stores Ltd. 

And 
( 1) The Calicut Wholesale Co -operative Consumers Stores 
Employees Association , Calicut; (2 ) The Super Market Staff 
Association , Calicut; (3 ) Staff Council, Departmental Stores, 
Badagara ; (4 ) The Calicut Wholesalc Co-operative Con 

sumers Stores Employees Union , Kallai Road , Calicut 
and (5 ) Sri T. Sreedharan and 13 others represented 
by V. v . Chandrasekharan and M.Aravindakshan 

Employees, Super Market, Calicut. 
GA. 16 /B 
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Representations: 

Sri P. M. Padmanabhan , 

Advocate , Calicut 
Sri K. Bhaskaran Nair, 

Advocate, Calicut. 


For Management. 


باله 


For Unions, 


AWARD 


An industrial dispute existing between the above parties was referred to 
this 

Tribunal for adjudication by Government of Kerala by Order 
G. O. Rt. 1366 / 76 /LBR dated 22-10-1976 . The only issue referred is the 
following. 

“ Proposed withdrawalof Personal Pay allowed to the employees by 

the management." 

2. In pursuance to the notice issued the parties appeared and unions 
2 and 4 along with No. 5 Sri Chandrasekharan representing 13 others filed 
common statement. The other unions did not take interest in filing the 
statement. 

3. In the statement filed it is stated that this management society is 
one with a working capital of about10 lakhs employing about 232 workers in 
various categories. The Board of Directors decided to give personal pay to 
the staff in the Supermarket and branches No. 1 , 2 and 4 for their increased 
working hours. This was about 20 to 25 Rupees per employee. Later on 
this was made payable to persons who joined these particular branches. 
And still later the management began to pay benefits under leave salary , 
bonus, surrender leave, P. F. etc. on this personal pay , as a result of the 
arbitration award given by competent authoritics. 

4. Now this dispute arises because of Sec. 9A notice issued by the 
management saying that this personal pay is to be withdrawn . The unions 
say that they have been enjoying this benefit for more than 10 years and 
now it has become a part of their service conditions. The reason that they 
are not profit making or that they are incurring loss is a flimsy one and that 
is not sufficient to scale down the wages. So there is no rhyme or reason 
in sealing down this amount as stated in Sec. 9A notice . 

5. The society says that they have been incurring less year after year 
and as on 30-6-1974 the accumulated loss is Rs. 21,81,814.59. The esta 
blishment charges have considerably increased as a result of the implement 
ation of Section 80 of the Kerala Co-operative Societies Act and other agree 
ments arrived at between the unions and the manage nent. There is a norm 
fixed for the administrative exprnses in relation to the sales turn over. In 
this society it has far exceeded the standard fixed by the Government. So 
the management is trying all its best to out down or minimise all expendi 
ture and this Section 9A notice is a part of this move. The Board decided 
to give personal pay on the recommendation of a sub -committee constituted by 
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the Board. Their anticipation was that if branches could work for some 
timemore in the evening without lunch break they will make more profit , 
and so they increased the working hours and consequently this personal pay 
was also granted . They had made it clear even then that this will be 
stopped down when they revert back to the old working hours. So the 
management is now free to alter the working hours reducing to normal 8 hours 
a day and along with it terminate the system of paying personal pay . 
The loss has further accumulated and the management is resorting to a 
number of methods to reduce expenditure. Hence it is stated that the 
management should be allowed to cancel this . There is a rejoinder filed by 
the unions. 

6. The Secretary of the Super Market employees Association is the 
only witness examined on behalf of the union . He speaks in support of the 
claim statement. Formerly they were working for 8 hours. Now it is 
11 hours. The union was not told that consequent on withdrawing the 
personal pay working hours will be reduced to 8 hours. So the union has 
not thought about it . At first no bonus or Provident Fund was payable on 
this personal pay. The union raised a dispute and they were given this. 

7. The managing Director is examined on behalf of the society. He 
marked his documents including the balance sheet . The accumulated loss 
according to him is Rs. 35,52,179.56 . They had thought of reducing the 
working hours by 3 hours on stopping the personal pay . At the conciliation 
stage also they had dicussed about this. The union took a stand that 
whether they reduced the working hours or not they should not withdraw 
the personal pay . 

8. In cross he admits that he has not seen the sub-committee report 
on the basis of which the personal pay was given to the workers. They have 
not mentioned in their notice that they will reduce the working hours 
consequent on the withdrawal of the personal pay . Financial loss is the 
only reason for this move. Some workers have voluntarily left the service . 
The total expenses under this head of personal pay will be Rs. 2,705 . This 
is the gist of evidence recorded in this case. 

9. The management says that they have taken this move to reduce the 
loss they have sustained year after year. Accumulated loss is 35 lakhs. If 
this scheme is implemented they will save only Rs. 32,000 per year. The 
workers have been getting this benefit for the last 10 years. The manage. 
ment says that they want to reduce the working hours from 11 hours to 
8 hours . They have not mentioned anything about in the Section 9 A 
notice marked as Ext. M3. When this proposal was brought to the notice 
of the union witness he said that the union will have to consider this. 
This is said to be an attempt to reduce the wages of workers. The prices 
and the cost of livihg index has been increasing year after year and redu 
cing the remuneration is something which has to be granted after very 
serious consideration . The loss is the main point canvassed by the manage 
ment. It is now well known that reduction ofwages that too when they 
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are getting at the lower level is not a remedy to make a cut in the loss 
sustained by an establishment. There is the allegation that this was given 
to the workers on the basis of a report submitted by the sub - committee in 
1967. There must be sufficient reasons or grounds for granting this relief 
and so it was for the management to show that the conditions have changed 
from those mentioned by the sub-committee . That report itself is not 
availablc. So one cannot say whether there is change in the condition . 
Since loss sustained alone is not a sufficient reason I find that the manage 
ment is not entitled to reduce the personal pay at this stage. The reference 
is answered accordingly. I pass this award as stated above . 
Calicut , 

R.K. VENU NAYAR , 
24-12-1977. 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 


Appendix 


9 ) 


Witness examined on the side of Union : 

WW1- Sri Sahadevan 
Exts. marked on the side of the Union : 
Ext. Wi - Proceedings of the Secretary, The Calicut Wholesale Co 

operative Consumers Stores Ltd. , Calicut- 1 dated 

29-8-1967 
W2 - Notice of change of service condition proposed by an 

employer dated 11-4-1975 
Witness examined on the side of the Management: 

MW1- P . Sreedharan Nambiar 
Ests, marted on the side of the Management : 
Ext. Mi- True copy of Board Resolution No. 13 dated 26-8-1967 
M2- Proceedings of the Secretary, The Calicut Whole Sale , Co 

operative Consumers Stores Ltd. Calicut dated 29-8-1967 
M3- Notice of change of conditions proposed by an employer 

dated 11-4-1975 
M4- Letter No. E. 3932/71 dated nil from Deputy Labour 

Commissioner 
M5- (series 6 in Nos.) The Calicut Wholesale Co-operative 

Consumers Stores Ltd. No. F. 1034 Final audit 
Report 73–74 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (A ) Depart nent 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (Rt.) No. 300 /78 /L & H. Dated , Trivandrum , 18th February 1978 . 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Culicut in respect of the dispute 
between the Propriсtor, V. A. T. Transport Service, Edacochin and their 
workmen represented by the General Secretary, Ernakulam District Private 
Motor Transport Workers Union , C.I.T.U. Office , C. S Road , Cochin - 11 
received by Government on 17-2-1978 is hereby published under section 17 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (CentralAct XIV of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor, 

P. P.MATHULLA , 
Deputy Secretary. 


Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
( Tuesday , the 14th day of February , Nineteen hundred 

and seventy eight) 

Present : 
SRI R. K. VENU NAYAR , B.A., B.L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 64/76 

Between 
The Proprietor, V. A. T. Transport Service, Edacochir. 

and 
The General Secretary, Ernakulam District Private Motor 
Transport Workers Union , C.I.T.U. Office, 

C. S. Road, Cochin - 11. 


AWARD 


Government of Kerala by Order No. G. O. Rt. No. 1574 /76 /LBR dated 
9-12-1976 referred the above industrial dispute existing between the above 
parties for adjudication . The issues referred are the following : 

1. Non -employment of Sri P. R. Thomas. 

2. His wages during the period of unemployment. 
GA 26 / B 
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2. The Union says that Sri P. R. Thomas was employed as a checker in 
the buses owned and operated by the management from 1967. He was 
getting a remuneration of Rs. 165 and with effect from 27-9-1975 employ 
ment was denied to him without assigning any reason whatsoever . 

The 
matter was brought to the notice of the union and they complained to the 
District Labour Officer. In the conference convened by the District Labour 
Officer themanagement did not participate and finally this dispute is 
referred for adjudication , since there was no settlement. This denial is 
arbitrary and illegal and the worker is entitled to be reinstated with back 
wages. 

3. In the reply statement filed , the management says that the worker 
was not at all continuously employed either on a permanant or temporary 
basis. In the registers maintained his name is not found ; because he was 
never an employee. The management even at the conference has made it 
clear. This person is not entitled to any relief since he was not an employee 
under this management. There is a replication filed by the union . 

4 . There is evidence of the concerned worker who speaks in support of 
the union statement. In explaining the circumstances the worker says that 
when he went to the house of the proprietor on 2-10-1975 he was told that 
he had resold thrce bus tickets. The worker adds that he had not done any 
such misconduct. He proves a few documents on his behalf . 

5. In cross- examination he admits that he was working as a tailor prior 
to 1967. He was also running a tailoring school. Now he is not employed 
anywhere. He has never gone to the management to settle the dispute 
between this proprietor and another driver who was sent out by the manage 
ment. He has no personal enmity against the proprietor and arising of this 
dispute is not with any vengence . 

6. WW2 is the president of the Union . He says that the union had 
given a complaint to the District Collector and in the conference convened 
by him the proprietor was asked to re- employ this person . Other employees 
of this management are also members of this union . Conciliation conferences 
were convened . It is not true to say that this dispute was raised because of 
the attitude of the management in not settling another industrial dispute. 

7. MW1is the proprietor and he says how he started this as a small 
business . He proves the acquittance register, Muster roll, etc. This 
worker is his father s sister s son and he was engaged in tailoring business , 
One day he said that he cannot continue the tailoring shop and he wanted 
some other job and so he was employed in a bus for one day. The other 
workers protested and so no employment was given to him thereafter . There 
is no denial of employment since he was not an employee under this 
employer . 

8. In cross he admits that the documents are produce l here for the first 
time on the date ofhis tendering the evidence . He was once convicted for 
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not maintaining certain documents likemuster roll , etc. He adds that somo 
of these books were scrutinised by them and they have initialled them . He 
does not remember the single day on which he had employed this worker. 

9. MW2 says that this worker was employed for one day. In cross he 
says that he has no direct information about this . This is the gist of 
evidence recorded in this case . 

10. Since it is contended by the management that Sri Thomas was 
employed only for one day under this management, the question arises 
whether there was employer employee relationship between this management 
and the employee. The worker s case is that he started to work from 1967. 
as a checker. The management relies on the muster roll, acquittance 
register proved as Ext. Mi series and M2 series. Though the management 
filed a reply statement in April, 1977 they produced these documents only 
when the proprietor tendered evidence , on 16th November, 1977. The 
proprietor admits that he was convicted for not having maintained certain 
registers. A careful scrutiny of these registers clearly showsthat these were all 
written up in one stretch and they were not maintained in the ordinary 
course of business as a routine affair. Ext. M3 series and M4 series are the 
vouchers . These vouchers also suffer from the same defects . So much 
reliance cannot be placed on these documents . 

11. The worker says that certain documents like slips were given to him 
in the course of employment. One is dated 23-12-1973 . This is marked as 
Ext. Wi. There it is stated that the Christmas Bonus can be given only by 
about 1st of January. The name of this worker is also mentioned in the 
same. No proper explanation is offered by the management for this 
document. Ext. W2 is another slip dated 2-8-1975 . This is addressed to 
the worker. Another slip is dated 1-10-1974 . There is also mention 
about this worker. These three slips clearly show that there existed 
employer and employee relationship between this worker and the manage 
ment in 1973 and it continued to be so till September, 1975. There is no 
proper explanation given by the managementregarding these slips. It is in 
evidence that the employer is related to Sri Thomas. There is the vague 
suggestion by the proprietor that this dispute is raised to wreak vengeance. 
Raising an industrial dispute is not ordinarily resorted to wreak vengeance 
because one has to pass a series of hurdles to get a reference. More over 
theremust be compelling circumstances for a person to raise a dispute to 
show the intense feeling under which has resorted to this . There is no 
motive whatsoever or circumstances under which this worker has raised 
this dispute. The proprietor has not come forward with adequate reasons 
which has prompted the worker to resort to this remedy. If the proprietor 
so felt that there were strong reasons for the worker to do so he could have 
narrated them in the pleadings. These slips of paper clearly show that 
there existed an employer- employee relationship . In view of this I find that 
Sri Thomas was employed as a checker owned and operated by this 
Transport Service . 
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12. The worker, says that his salary was Rs. 165 per month by getting 
at the rate of Rs. 11 per day for 15 days in a month . This is not disputed 
by themanagement. Since this is a case where the management has denied 
the very existence of employer-employee relationship there is no room for 
the consideration of the circumstances or reasons for denial of employment. 
The very fact that he is not employed from 27-9-1975 shows that this denial 
is unjust and illegal. In view of this denial the relief is one of reinstatement. 
But this is a small establishment with three buses. He was employed as a 
checker and that work requires the trust and confidence of the employer. 
This dispute would have generated enough bitter feelings between the 
parties, especially in view of their family relationship . So the relief of 
reinstatement is not being granted . He is to be paid back wages from the 
date of denial of employment from 27-9-1975 till the date of this award and 
has to be paid compensation in lieu of reinstatement at the rate of 15 days 
wages for each completed year of service. He is deemed to have entered in 
service in the year 1967 and left on the date of this award . 

I pass this award as stated above and this award shall come into force 
on the expiry of 30 days after its publication in the Government Gazette . 
Calicut , 

R. K. VENU NAYAR , 
14-2-1978 . 

Industrial Tribunal, Galicut. 

Appendix 
Witnesses examined on the side of the union : 

WW1: Thomas , P.R. 

WW2: K. Janardhanan . 
Witnesses examined on behalf ofmanagemeni: 

MW1: V. A , Thomas. 

MW2: K. T. George . 
Exhibits marked on the side of the union : 
W1: Letter dated 23-12-1973 from management to V. R. Antony & 

8 others . 
W2: Letter dated 2-8-1975 by the employer. 
W3: Letter dated 1-10-1975 written by the Employer. 
W4: Letter dated 10-11-1975 P. R. Thomas addressed to the District 

Collector, Ernakulam . 
W5: Letter dated 9-10-1975 from the Union . 
W6: Memorandum dated 10-11-1975 to the Labour Minister by the 

worker . 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Management: 

Ml: Series ( 11 in nos.) Acquittance Roll. 
M2: Series 9 in nos.) Muster roll. 
M3: (Series) A Bundle of voucher. 
M4: (Series) A Bundle of vouchers. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G. O. (Rt.) No. 297 / 78 /L & H Dated , Trivandrum , 18th February 1978 . 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the dispute 
between Sri T. P. Pappachan , Contractor, Madura Coats Canteen , 
Koratty , Trichur District and their workmen represented by the 
(1) Secretary J & P Coats Canteen Worker s Union , Koratty (2) The 
Secretary, Coats Canteen Workers Union , Koratty, Trichur District 
received by Government on 16-2-1978 is hereby published under section 17 
of the Industrial Disputes Act,1947 ( Central Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor, 

P. P. MATHULLA, 
Deputy Secretary. 


Before the Court of the Tudustrial Tribunal, Calicut 
(Monday, the 13th ddy of February, Nineteen hundred and 

seventy eight.) 

Present: 
SRI R. K. VENU NAYAR , B.A., B.L., 
Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 4177 

Between 
Sri T. P. Pappachan , Contractor , Madura Coats Canteen , Koratty , 

Trichur Distrtct. 

Am 
1. The Secretary J & P Coats Cantcen Worker s Union , Koratty 
2. The Secretary, Coats Canteen Employees Union , Koratty, Trichur 

District, 
GA 24 /B 
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AWARD 


This is an industrial dispute referred to this Tribunal for adjudication 
by Government of Kerala as per Order No. G. O. Rt. 80 /77 /LBR dated 
12-11-1976 . The issues referred are the following : 
1. (a ) Dismissal of Sri K.A. Jose, Worker (b ) Denial of employ 

ment to the following workers (1) K. C. Koruthu, 
(2 ) K. C. Thomas, (3) P.M. Joykutty, (4 ) M. K. Prabha 

karan and (5 ) T. K. Antony. 
2. Supply of working dress tɔ the workers. 

3. Payment of night allowance. 
2 . In pursuance to the notice parties appeared and filed their statement, 
counter statement, etc. The Union wanted the management of Madura 
Coats also as a party to this dispute. A notice was issued and they 
appeared and said that they are not a necessary party . 

3. In the meanwhile there is a joint petition of settlement submitted 
by the parties. It is stated that they have settled the dispute fully and 
finally out of court. In view of this I find that there is no subsisting 
industrial dispute regarding the issue referred , since it has been settled out 
of court between the parties. The reference is answered accordingly . 


Calicut, 
13-2-1978 . 


R , K , VENU NAYAR , 
Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Labour and Housing ( A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G.O.(Rt.) No. 65/78 L & H , Dated, Tricandrum , 12th January 1978 . 

The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the 
dispute bet veen the President, Anjukunnu Kshcara Vyavasaya Co 
operative Society Ltd. Anjukunnu , North Wynad and their workmen 
represented by Sri M. Balakrishnan , Edathumkunnu , P.O. Anjukunnu, 
North Wynad received by Government on 10-1-1978 is hereby published 
under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV 
of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor, 

P. P.MATHULLA , 
Deputy Secretary . 


Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
(Saturday, the 7th day of January, Nineteen hundred and 

seventy eight.) 

Present: 
SHRI R. K. VENU NAYAR , B , A. B. 1 

inoustra Tribuna , Caisul 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 34/77 


Between 
The President, Anjukunnu Ksheera Vyavasaya Co- operative 
Society ited , Anjukunnu, North Wynad . 

And 
Sri M. Balakrishnan , Edathumkunnu, P.O. Anjuk unnu , 

North Wynad . 


GA 18 /B 
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AWARD 


This is an industrial dispute referred to this Tribunal for adjudication 
by Government of Kerala as per Order No. G.O. Rt. 1195 /77/Labour 
dated 7-10-1977. The issue referred is the following: 

Dismissal of Sri M. Balakrishnan, Salesman , from service . 
2. In pursuance to the notice issued the worker appeared and the 
secretary of the Co -operative Society forwarded a letter by post saying 
that the Director Board including the President has resigned and so there 
is no responsible person to represent the society. The president of the 
society is made a party and even in the absence of the president in the 
usual course the secretary can take up the responsibility in matters like 
this. At least he could have placed facts before this court and so the 
management is declared exparte. Registered notice issued to the president 
was returned saying that the president has tendered resignation. Since 
the worker was also not present a further Notice was issued to him and he 
filed a statement and his evidence is recorded . 

3. In the statement filed by him he says that he was employed as 
a daily rated worker from 1973 November to 1974 May and from November 
1975 to May, 1976. After this he was appointed as a permanent wo:ker, 
He entered on leave because of illness and on 11-8-1976 while he was 
going to the Government Hospital for taking an injection he was taken 
to the Police Station and was told that he had misappropriated an amount 
of Rs. 900 belonging to the society . Though he went to the Police Station 
on a number of occasions no charges were made against him . He was 
about to file petitions before the higher authorities; then the Board 
Directors and President told him that no action will be taken against him . 
On 21-8-1976 .he was suspended from service. There after they have not 
taken any action for about 7 months and when the new Board assumed 
charge they dismissed him from service. He says that this dismissal with 
out conducting an enquiry is illegal and unjust. He is entitled to back 
wages. The subsistence allowance due to him was recovered by R.R. Pro 
ceedings from the society. He says that he is entitled to be reinstated with 
backwages. 

The worker says that all the statements made by him in the statement 
are true and correct. Since the management has chosen to remain 
exparte; all the contentions raised by the worker are accepted as true and 
it is ordes 

that the management shall reinstate him with backwages from 
the date of dismissal with continuity of service. I pass this award as 
stated above. 

R.K. VENU NAYAR, 
Calicut, 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 
7-1-1978 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing ( A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O. (Rt.) No. 57 /78/ L & H . Dated , Trivandrum , 10th January 1978 . 

The award of the Labour Court, Kozhikode in respect of the dispute 
between Shri A. Akbarshau , Slo Abdul Jabar Rawther , Proprietor, 71326 , 
Cafe Victoria, College Road and their workmen represented by Shri C.M. 
Sundaram , General Secretary, Hotel Mazdoor Sabha, Minerva Buildings, 
Kalpathy, Palghat-3 received by Government on 3-1-1978 is hereby 
published under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1917 (Central 
Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor, 

P.P. MATHULLA, 
Deputy Secretary . 


In the Labour Court , Kozhikode, Kerala State 
Dated this the 26th day of December, 1977 

Present : 
SHRI A.R. SREENIVASAN , B.A., B.L. 

Presiding Officer 

In 


INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 43/77 

Between : 
Shri A. Akbarshau , S/o Abdul Jabar Rawther , Proprietor, 7/326 , 
Cafe Victoria , College Road , Paighat 

And 
The workmen of the above concern represented by Shri C.M. 
Sundaram , General Secretary , Hotel Mazdoor Sabha, 

Minerva Buildings, Kalpathy , Palghat- 3 
Representations 
Shri C.D. Ramalingam , 

For the Management. 
Advocate , Palghat. 


For the Union 


Shri P.K. Sundaran , 
Advocate, Palghat. 
GA 17/ B 
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AWARD 


1. This industrial dispute was referred to this court by the Government 
of Kerala as per G.O. Rt. No. 857 /77/ LBR dated 23-7-1977. Therein 
the Government stated that they are of the opinion that an industrial dispute 
exists between Shri A. Akbarshau , Slo Abdul Jabar Rawther , Pro 
prietor, 7/326 , Cafe Victoria , College Road , Palghat, on one hand and 
the workmen of the above concern represented by Shri C.M. Sundaram , 
General Secretary, Hotel Mazdoor Sabha, Minerva Buildings, Kalpathy , 
Palghat- 3, on the other hand , as regards denial of employment to Shri . 
Chandran from 21-11-1976 and denial of employment to 8 workmen viz . , 
1. Bhaskaran , 2. Ravichandran, 3. Mohammed , 4 Yusuf, 5. Suresh Babu, 
6. Ramakrishnan , 7. Amina Thatha and 8. Mustafa from 26-11-1975 

2. This court took the reference on file and issued notices to both sides. 
The Union appeared and took time for statement. That was on 7-9-1977. 
Further time was granted for the Union on 18-10-1977 and the case was 
posted to 2-11-1977 . On 2-11-1977 the Union did not file the statement 
and as a last chance, the case was posted to 20-12-1977 for the Union s 
statement. On 20-12-1977 when the case was taken up from the Palghat 
Camp of this Court, the Union as well also the counsel for the Union 
were both absent. Union had also not filed any statement of facts. As 
such there is absolutely nothing before the court to show that the action 
of the management impugned by the Union is in any way illegal or faulty. 
Hence it is found that the Union has not placed any records or evidence 
documentary or otherwise to show that the workers mentioned here are 
entitled to any relief. 

3. Hence it is found that the workers mentioned in the reference are 
not entitled to any relief. 

4. This award will come into force 30 days after publication of the 
same in the Official Gazette. 

Dictated to the Stenographer and transcribed by him , revised and 
corrected by me on the 26th day of December, 1977 . 


A.R. SREENIVASAN , 

Presiding Officer, 
Labour Court, Koz 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
SOCIAL WELFARE - REHABILITATION OF THE PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPEL- . 
PAYMENT OF FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR STARTING TRADE OR BUSINESS 
PURCHASE OF MILCH COW AND DEVELOPMENT OF POULTRY 

FARMING - FURTHER RULES ISSUED 


LOCAL ADMINISTRATION AND SOCIAL WELFARE ( E ) 

DEPARTMENT 
G.O.MS No. 636 /78 /LA & SWD. Datud, Trivandrum , 17th February 1998 . 


Read :-1. G. O.MS. No. 362/72 LA & SWD. dated 20-12-1972 . 

2. From the Director of Social Welfare,. Letter No. HW 

1-17561/ 76 dated 25-6-1977 . 


ORDER 
As recommended by the Director of Social Welfare in his letter read 
above Government are pleased to issue amendments to the rules contained in 
appendix I & II of the G. O. read as first paper above, dealing with pay 
ment of financial assistance to the physically handicapped for starting trade or 
business purchase of milch cow and development of poultry farming, as here 
under. 

AMENDMENT 
(1) In appendix I after item 16 the following provisions shall be added 
as item 17, 17 ( a ) & 17 (b ) . 

17. Eligible applications reecived in a given year beheld valid for 3 
years and that 50 % of the physical target fixed for a district in a given year 
be met from the previous list of applications so held valid and the remaining 
50 % of the physical target be met from the list of eligible applications 
received during the current year. 

17. (a) Selection of applications during the subsequent year shall be 
made subject to production of a fresh certificate by the applicant from 
the village officer concerned to the effect that the applicant still exist and 
that he/she is not in receipt of any other financial assistance such as destitute 
pension or disability pension either from Government or from quasi-Govern 
mental bodies and that the applicant is still unemployed . 

G. 432 
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17 (b ) Medical certificate already submitted along with the applica . 
tion shall be deemed sufficient for subsequent years during which the 
application is held valid .” 

(2) " In appendix II after item No. 15 the above provisions shall be added 
as item No. 16 , 1 6 (a ) & 16 (b ) " . 

By order of the Governor , 

E. L. EALIKUTTY , 
Deputy Secretary & Special Officer. 


To . 

The Director of Social Welfare, Trivandrum . 
The Accountant General, Kerala, Trivandrum . 
The Finance Department. 
The Labour Department. 
The Private Secretary to Minister (Education ). 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Abstract 


PUBLIC SERVICES - KERALA ENGINEERING STATE AND SUBORDINATE SERVICE 
(GENERAL & OTHER BRANCHES) -INTRODUCTION OF TEST IN KERALA 

P.W.D MANUAL - ERRATUM- ISSUED 


PUBLIC WORKS & ELECTRICITY (A ) DEPARTMEN 
G.O. ( P ) 30 /78 /PW & E . Dated , Trivandrum , 17th March 1978 . 


Read:-1. G.O. (P ) 150 /77 /PW dated 17-9-1977 . 

2. Letter No. 4749/ AD1/78 dated 9-2-1978 from the Chief Engi 
ncer, General, B & R. 

ERRATUM 
In the G.O. read (1 ) above , for sub para (v ) under para 1, the follow 
ing shall be substituted . 

" (v ) The test shall be conducted with boole." 


By order of the Governor, 
M.C. RAJA RAJA VARMA , 

Joint Secretary . 


To 


The Chief Engineer, General, B & R , Trivandrum . 
The Chief Engineer , Irrigation , Trivandrum . 
The Chief Engineer, Projects, I & II. 
The Chief Engineer, National Highways, Trivandrum . 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission , Trivandrum 

(with C.L.) 


G.450 


G. 
405 
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Section ii 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Food ( C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 1598 /C1/78/ Fd . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 2nd March 1978 . 
The Government of India Order No. S.O.64/E dated 4th February, 1978 of Ministry of Civil Supplies 
and Co -operation published in Part II, Section 3 sub -section (ii) of the Gazette of India Extraordinary 
dated 4th February , 1978 is hereby republished for general inforor ation . 

By order of the Governor, 

B. VASANTHI, 

Under Secretary. 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
Ministry of Civil Supplies and Co -operation 

New Delhi, the 4th February, 1978 . 

ORDER 
S. O. 64 ( E ) .- In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the EssentialCommodities Act, 1955 
(10 of 1955 ), the Central Government hereby makes the foll.wing Order to amend the Pulses, E Bible 
Oil seeds and Edible Oils (Storage Control) Order, 1977 ,namely : 

1. (1) This order may be called the Pulses, Edible Oil seeds and Edible Oils (Storage Control) 
Amendment Order , 1978 . 

(2 ) It shall come into force atonce. 
2. In clause 2 of the Pulses, Edible Oilseeds and Edible Oils (Storage Control) Order, 1977 (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Order), for sub -clause (i), the following sub -clause shall be substituted, namely: 

(j) " producer" means a person carrying on the business of milling any of the pulses or expelling , 
extracting or manufacturing any cdible oil. 

(i) by buying pulses or edible oilseeds for being processed by himself and selling the finished 

products to a wholesaler or through a commission agent ; or 
(ii) by doing any of the processes of milling , expelling , extracting or manufacturing on behalf of 

another; 


3. In sub -clause (1) of clause 4 of the said Order , for the second, third and fourth provisos, the 
following provisos shall be substituted , namely : 

" Provided further that where a dealer is also carrying on business as a producer or con mission 
agent, he shall be entitled to retain the stock limits specified in this sub -clause for each such business 
if such business and accounts thereof are kept separate and distinct from one another : 

Provided also that no producer specified in column ( 1) of the Table below shall score or have 
in his possession at any timeunmilled pulses, edible oilseeds or mustard seeds, asthe case may be , in 
excess of the quantity specified in the corresponding entry in column (2 ) of the said Table, and he 
shall not hold the finished stock in excess of the quantity specified in the corresponding entry in 
column ( 3) of the said Table: 

Table 


N 


Quantity of unmilled pulses, edible oilseeds Quantity of finished stock namely, milled 
or mustard seeds 

pulses, oil or mustard oil 
Producer who is car Producer who has Producer who is car. Producer who has com 
Producer rying on business commenced produc- rying on business on menced production 

on the commence- tion after the com the commencement after the commence 
ment of this order mencer ent of this of this order 

ment of this order 
order 
1. Producer of One-twelfth of the For a period of one One-twenty fourth For a period of one year 
pulses maximuia quanti year from the date of his maximum from the date of 

ty of pulses sed of commencement production in any commencement of 
by him in any of of his production , of the three years his production one 
the three years one-twelfth of the ending on the 31st 

twenty fourth of the 
ending on the 31st quantity of pulses day of October 

quantity equal to his 
day of October that would be re 

1977 

annual installed 
1917 quired for produc 

capacity 
ing a quantity 
equal to his annual 
installed capacity 


equal 


2. Producer Ons-eighth of the For a period of one One-twelfth of his for a period of one 
of edible oils maximum quanti year from the date maximum 

pro year from the date of 
other than ty of edible oil 

of commercement duction in any of commencement of 
mustard oil seeds used by him of his production the three years his production , one 
in any of the three one- eighth of the ending on the 31st 

twelfth of a quantity 
years ending on quantity of edible day of October , 

to his 
the 31st day of oil seeds that 1977 

annual installed 
October , 1977 would be required 

capacity 
for producing the 
quantity cqual to 
his annual instal 

led capacity 
3. Producer of One twelfth For a period of one One-twenty fourth of For a period of one 
mustard oil maximum quantity 

year from the date his maximum pro 

year from the date 
of mustard seeds of commencement duction in any 

of commencement of 
used by him in of his production 

of the three years 

his production, one 
any of the three one twelfth of the 

ending on the 31st twenty - fourth of a 
years ending on quantity of must day of October , quan ity equal to 
the 31st day of ard seeds that 1977 

his installed capacity 
October 1977 would be required 

for producing the 
quantity of must 
ard oil equal to 
his annual instal. 
led capacity 


co 


Provided also that where any quantity of pulses, edible oils or edible oilseeds is in transit, then , for 
the purposes of this sub- clause, such quantity shall be dermed to have been included in the stocks of the 
dealer in whom the property in such quantity is retained during such transit in accordance with the terms 
of any contract or agreement in pursuance of which the quantity is put in such transit” . 


4 . After clause 7 of the said Order, the following clause shall be inserted, namely : 
“ 7A . Power to exempt:-The State Government may , if it considers it necessary for avoiding any 

hardship or for any other just ard sufficient reason , by notification in th : 
Official Gazette , exempt, any producer , dealer or commission agent from 
the operation of all or any of the provisions of this Order, either generally 
or for any specified period , subject to such conditions as may be specified 
in the notifieation . 

Provided that no notification under this clause shall be issued except 
with the previous approval of the Central Government" . 


(Sd .) 

T. BALAKRISHNAN , 
Coint Secretary to the Government of India 


( F. No 26 (16 )/77- ECR .) 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health (G ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


No. 547/G3/ 78/HD . 

Daled , Trivandrum , 7th March 1978 . 
The Government of India Notification N. 15014/ 2 /76 -PH F & N.) 
date 27th December 1977 is hereby republished for general inf rmation . 


By order of the Governor, 
C. P. RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI, 

Secretary. 


No. P. 15014 /2 /76 - PH ( F & N ) 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA , 
Ministry of Health and Family Welfare 
(Department ofHealth ) 

New Delhi, dated the 27th December 1977 . 

NOTIFICATION 
G. S.R .... 

Whereas certain draft rulcs, further to amend the Prevention 
of Food Adulteration Rules, 1955 were published at pages 2745-2746 
of the Gazette of India , Part II, Section 3, subsection (i), dated the 
27th November, 1976 under the notification of the Government of India 
in the late Ministry of Health and Family Planning (iepartment of 
Health ) No. G. S. R. 900 (E ) dated the 27th November , 1976 , inviting 
objections and suggestions from all persons likely to be aff :cted thereby, 
before the expiry of 45 days from thedate on which copies of the said 
notification were made available to the public; 

And whereas the copies of the said Gazette were made available to the 
public on the 27th November, 1976 ; 

And whereas the objections and suggestions received from the public on 
the said draft rules have been considered by the Central Government; 

G. 443 


Now , therefore , in exercise ofthe powers conferred by subsection (i) 04 
section 23 of the said Act, the Cen ral Government, after consultation with 
the Central Co amittee for Food Standards, hereby makes the following 
rules further to amend the Prevention of Foo Adulteration Rules, 1955 , 
namely : 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Prevention of Food Adultera 
tion ( Third Amendment) Rules, 1977 . 

(2 ). They shall come into force on the date of their publication in 
the officialGazette. 

2 . In the Prevention of Food Adulteration Rule, 1955 , after rule 22A , 
the following rule shall be inserted , namely 

“ 22B Quantity of sample sent to be considered as sufficient :- " Notwith 
standing anything conta nrd in rule 22, the quantity of sample sent for 
analys s shall be considered as sufficient unless the public analyst or the 
Director reports to the contrary " . 


N. N. VOHRA , 
Joint Secretary to the Government of India . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture (Agri.) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 16104 /Ag4/78/AD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 17th March 1978 . 
The notification No. GSR . 62 (E )/Ess. Com./Sugarcane dated 2-2-1978 
of the Government of India, Ministry of Agriculture and Irrigation 
(Department of Food ) is hereby republished for general information . 

By order of the Governor, 
P. V. RADHALEKSHMI, 

Deputy Secretary. 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 


Ministry of Agriculture and Irrigation 

(Department of Food) 

ORDER 

Nero Delhi, the 2nd February 1978 . 
GSR 62 (E )/Ess. Com./Sugarcane.-In exercise of the powers con 
ferred by section 3 of the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 , (10 of 1955 ), the 
Central Government,hereby makes the following Order, further to amend 
the Sugarcane (Control) Order, 1966, namely : 

1. Short title and commencement : 

(1) This Order may be called the Sugarcane (Control) Amendment 
Order , 1978 . 

(2 ) It shall come into force at once. 
2 . In the Sugarcane ( Control) Order, 1966 , in clause 3 
(i) after subclause (3 ), the following subclause shall be inserted , 
" (3A ) where a producer of sugar or his agent fails to make 

payment for the sugarcane purchased within 14 days of the 
date of delivery, he shall pay interest on the amount due 
at the rate of 15 per cent per annum for the period of 

such delay beyond 14 days. Where payment of interest 
G. 479 


2 
on delayed payment is made to a cane growers society," 
the society shall pass on the interest to the cane growers 
concerned after deducting administrative charges, if any, 

permitted by the rules of the said society . 
(ii) after sub-clause (6 ), the following sub -clause shall be inserted , 
namely : 

“ (7 ) In case the price of the sugercane remains unpaid on the 

last day of the sugar year in which cane supply was made 
to the factory on account of the suppliers of cane not 
coming forward with their claims there for or for any other 
re: son , it shall be deposited by he producer of sugar with 
the Collector of the District in which the factory is situated 
within three months of the close of the sugar year. The 
Collector shall pay , out of the amount so dep sited, all 
claims, considered payable by him and preferred before 
him within three years of the close of the sugar year in 
which the cane was supplied to the factory. The monnt 
still remaining undisbursed with the Collector, after 
meeting the claims from the Suppliers, shall be credit . d by 
him to the consolidated fund of the State immediately after 
the expiry of the time limit of 3 years within which claims 
therefor could be preferred by the suppliers. The State 
Government shall, as far as possible , utilise such amounts, 
for development of sugarcane in the State. 

(No. 4-25/75- SPY) 
C. N. RAGHAVAN , 

Joint Secretary 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்ட (சட்டமியற்றல்- சி ) துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் . 4699/சட்டமியற்றல் சி 3/77/ சட்டம் . 

1977 ஆகஸ்டு 12 
திருவனந்தபுரம், 

1890 ஸ்ராவணா 21 
கேரள மாநிலச் சட்டமன்றப் பேரவையின் பின்வரும் சட்டம் பொதுத் 
தகவலுக்கென இதனால் பிரசுரிக்கப்படுகின்றது . சட்டமன்றப் பேரவையினால் 
நிறைவேற்றப்பட்ட மசோதாவிற்கு 1977 ஆகஸ்டு 12- ம் நாள் குடியரசுத் 
தலைவரின் ஒப்புதல் கிடைக்கப்பெற்றது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 

எம் . சேகரன் , 

சட்டச் செயலாளர் , 
The Engincering Technicians Cooperative Societies (Acquisition and 

Transfer of Undertakings ) Act , 1977 

1977- ன் 20-வது சட்டம் 
1977- ன் பொறியியல் தொழில் நிபுணர்கள் கூட்டுறவுச் சங்கங்கள் 
( நிறுவனங்களை மேற்கொள்வதும் கைமாற்றுவதும் ) பற்றிய சட்டம் 

கேரள மாநில பொறியியல் தொழில் நிபுணர்கள் ( பணி மனை ) தொழில் 
கூட்டுறவுச் சங்கம் லிமிட்டட் எஸ் இன்ட் (எஸ் . ற்றி ) எண் 1 எனும் நிறுவனத் 
தினையும் அதனால் ஊக்குவிக்கப்பட்டச் சங்கங்களையும் மேற்கொள்வதற்கும் 
அத்துடன் சம்பந்தப்பட்ட அல்லது அதனைச் சார்ந்த காரியங்களுக்கும் வகை 
செய்வதற்குமான ஒரு சட்டம். 
தோற்றுவாய்.- கேரள மாநிலம் முழுவதும் அதன் 

செயல்பகுதியாகக் 
கொண்டும் (இதன் பின்னர் என்கோஸ் என்று குறிப்பிடப்படும் ) பங்கு மேற் 
கொண்டு வேலைபார்த்தல் எனும் கொள்கையின் அடிப்படையில் பொறியாளர்கள் , 
தொழில் நூட்ப வல்லுனர்கள் முதலியோர்களுக்கு வேலை வாய்ப்பு அளிக்கும் 
நோக்கத்துடன் தொழில் திட்டங்களை மேற்கொண்டுச் செயல்படுத்துவதனை 
நோக்கமெனக் கொண்டும் 1969- ன் கேரள கூட்டுறவுச் சங்கங்கள் சட்டத்தின் 
கீழ் பதிவு செய்யப்பட்டிருப்பதாகக் கருதப்பட்ட ஒரு சங்கமான கேரள மாநில 
பொறியியல் தொழில் நிபுணர்கள் ( பணிமனை ) தொழில் கூட்டுறவுச் சங்கம் 
லிமிட்டட் எஸ் இன்ட் ( எஸ் . ற்றி ) எண் 1 ஏராளமான திட்டங்களை நிறை 
வேற்ற மேற்கொண்டுள்ளபடியாலும் , 

என்கோஸ் மேற்கொண்டுள்ள தொழிற் திட்டங்களை நிறைவேற்றுவதற்காக , 
( இதன் பின்னர் ஊக்குவிக்கப்பட்டச் சங்கங்கள் என்று குறிப்பிடப்படும் ) கேரள 
ஆட்டோ இன்டஸ்ட்ரியல் கூட்டுறவு லிமிட்டட் இன்ட் 
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திருவனந்தபுரம் , கூட்டுறவு ஸ்கூட்டர்கள் லிமிட்டட் இன்ட் ( எஸ் பி ) எண் 2 , 
ஆலப்புழை மற்றும் கூட்டுறவு பவுண்டரீஸ் லிமிட்டட் எஸ் இன்ட் ( பி ) எண் 46 , 
ஒற்றப்பாலம் இவைகளின் பதிவினை என் கோஸ் ஊக்குவித்துள்ள படியாலும் ; 

மற்றும் மேற்சொன்ன திட்டங்களுக்கு நிதியுதவி அளித்துள்ள கேரள 
அரசும் திட்டக்கமிஷனும் , அமைப்பு , நிதி, மற்றும் மேலாண்மை பிரச்சினை களால் 
‘ என்கோஸ் மேற்கொண்டுள்ள தொழிற் திட்டங்களை நிறைவேற்ற என் கோஸுக்கும் 
ஊக்குவக்கப்பட்டச் சங்கங்களுக்கும் இயலாமலாகிவிட்டது என்று முடிவு 
செய்துள்ளபடியாலும் , 

மேலும் அவைகள் நேரிடும் நிதிப்பிரச்சினைகளால் என்கோஸ் மற்றும் 
ஊக்குவிக்கப்பட்டச் சங்கங்களின் செயல்முறை நிலைத்துவிடுமளவிற்கு வந்து 
விட்டது என்பதாலும், - இயந்திரங்கள் மற்றும் கருவிகள் அடங்கிய சங்கங்களின் 
சொத்துக்களில் பெரும்பகுதி செயலற்றுக்கிடப்பதாலும் , 

என்கோஸ் மற்றும் ஊக்குவிக்கப்பட்டச் சங்கங்கள் தொடர்ந்து இருப்பதால் 
அரசிடமிருந்து நிதியுதவி பெற்றுவருகின்ற இந்த சங்கங்களுக்குப் பெரும் நஷ்டம் 
ஏற்பட்டுவருகின்றது என்பதாலும் , 

என்கோஸையும் ஊக்குவிக்கப்பட்டச் சங்கங்களையும் பொது நலன் கருதி 
கலைப்பதும், உற்பத்தி நோக்கங்களுக்காக அந்த நிறுவனங்களின் சொத்துக்கள் 
மற்றும் பிற வசதிகளைப் பயன்படுத்தும் நோக்கத்துடன் அவைகளின் நிறுவனங் 
களை மேற்கொள்வதும் உகந்ததாகையாலும் , 

இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்தெட்டாவது வருடத்தில் இது பின்வருமாறு 
சட்டமாக்கப்படட்டும்: 

1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும்.-- ( 1 ) இந்த சட்டம் 1977 - ன் 
பொறியியல் தொழில் நிபுணர்கள் கூட்டுறவுச் சங்கங்கள் ( நிறுவனங்களை 
மேற்கொள்வதும் கைமாற்றுவதும் ) பற்றிய சட்டம் என்று அழைக்கப்படலாம் 

( 2 ) இது 1977 மார்ச் 17- ம் நாள் அமலில் வந்திருப்பதாகக் கருதப் 
படும் . 

2. பொருள் விளக்கங்கள்.- இந்தச் சட்டத்தில் சந்தர்ப்பம் வேறு வகையில் 
தேவைப்பட்டாலன்றி , 

( எ ) " நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட தேதி எனில் இந்த சட்டம் அமலுக்கு 
வருகின்ற தேதி என்று பொருட்படும் , 

( பி ) " தொழில் மற்றும் வர்த்தக இயக்குநர் எனில் கேரள மாநில 
தொழில் மற்றும் வர்த்தக இயக்கு நர் என்று பொருட்படுவதுடன் இந்த சட்டத் 
தின் கீழ் தொழில் மற்றும் வர்த்தக இயக்குநரின் அலுவல்களைப் புரிய அரசினால் 
- அதிகாரப்படுத்தப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் அலுவலரும் உட்படுவர் ; 

( சி ) “ பொறியியல் தொழில் நிபுணர்கள் கூட்டுறவு சங்கம் " அல்லது 
“ சங்கம் ” எனில் என்கோஸ் அல்லது ஊக்குவிக்கப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் சங்கம் என்று 
பொருட்படும் . 

( டி ) " உறுப்பினர் -ஊழியர் ” எனில் சங்கத்தின் பணியில் வேலை பெறும் 
நோக்கத்திற்காக சங்கத்தின் பங்குகள் எடுத்துள்ள சங்கத்தின் ஒரு ஊழியர் 
என்று பொருட்படும் . 

“ குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட எனில் இந்த சட்டத்தின் - கீழ் ண்டு 
பண்ணப்பட்ட விதிகளால் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட என்று பொருட்படும் . 

( எப்) “ பங்கு ” எனில் சங்கத்தின் மூல தனத்தில் ஒரு பங்கு என்று 
பொருட்படும் : 


- 
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3. பொறியியல் தொழில் நிபுணர்கள் கூட் றவுச் சங்கங்கள் நிறுவனம் 
அரசினைச் சார்ந்துவிடல்.- நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளில் பொறியியல் தொழில் 
நிபுணர்கள் கூட்டுறவுச் சங்க நிறுவனங்கள், இந்த சட்டத்தின் அடிப்படையில் , 
அரசிற்கு மாற்றப்பட்டு , அரசினைச் சார்ந்துவிடும் என்பதுடன் சங்கங்கள் 
கலைக்கப்பட்டுவிட்டனவாகக் கருதப்படும். 

4. ஒப்படைப்பதால் ஏற்படும் பொதுப்பலன்.- ( 1 ) சங்கங்களின் நிறுவ 
னங்கள் என்பதில் எல்லாச் சொத்துக்கள் , உரிமைகள், அதிகாரங்கள், அதிகாரக் 
குழுக்கள், மற்றும் தனிச்சலுகைகள் மற்றும் நிலங்கள் , கட்டிடங்கள், பணி 
மனைகள், மண்டிகள் , கருவிகள் , இயந்திரங்கள், மற்றும் தளவாடங்கள் உட்பட்ட 
எல்லா அசையும் மற்றும் அசையாச் சொத்துக்கள் , பண இருப்பு, கையிருப்புப் 
பணம் , ரிசர்வ் நிதி , முதலீடுகள் , புத்தகக்கடன்கள் , இன்றென்று கடிதங்கள் , 
உரிமங்கள் , மற்றும் அதன் நிறுவனங்கள் சம்பந்தமாக நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட 
நாளிற்கு நேர்முன்னர் சங்கங்களின் உடமை, கைக்கொள்ளல் , அதிகாரம் , 
அல்லது கட்டுப்பாட்டிலுள்ள அத்தகைய சொத்துக்களின் அல்லது அவைகளிலி 
ருந்து எழுகின்ற எல்லா பிற உரிமைகள் மற்றும் பாத்தியதைகள் மற்றும் அவை 
சம்பந்தமாக எந்தத் தன்மையிலுமான எல்லா கணக்குப்புத்தகங்கள் , பதி 
வேடுகள் மற்றும் எல்லாப்பிற ஆவணங்களும் உட்பட்டிருப்பதாகக் கருதப் 
படும் என்பதுடன் அவர்களது நிறுவனங்கள் மற்றும் அவர்களது உழிையர்கள் 
சம்பந்தமாக சங்கங்களில் அப்போது நிலவிலுள்ள எந்த விதத்திலுமான எல்லா 
கடன்களும் கட்டுப்பாடுகளும் உதவிகளும் உட்படுத்தப்பட்டிருப்பதாகக் 
கருதப்படும் . 

( 2 ) நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளுக்கு முன் நிலவிலுள்ளதும் ஏதேனும் சங்கத் 
தினைப் பாதிக்கிறதுமான எல்லா ஒப்பந்தங்களும் , வேலை ஏற்பாடுகளும் அந்தச் 
சங்கத்தின் நிறுவனம் சம்பந்தப்பட்ட வரையில் பயனற்றுவிடும் அல்லது அந்த 
சங்கத்திற்கு அல்லது அதன் ஏதேனும் அலுவலர் அல்லது அதன் செயல் 
முறைக்குப் பிணையமாக உள்ள அல்லது அதற்கு உத்தரவாதமுள்ள ஏதேனும் 
நபருக்கெதிராக வற்புறுத்தப்படும் , என்பதுடன் அரசிற்கு எதிராக அல்லது 
அரசின் சார்பில் முழுச் சக்தியுடனும் பலனுடனுமிருக்கும் மேலும் அதனில் 
சங்கத்திற்குப் பதிலாக அரசு ஒரு கட்சியாகப் பெயர் வைக்கப்பட்டுள்ளது 
அல்லது கட்சியாக இருந்துள்ளது எனு மாறு முழுவது மாக அல்லது பலனுடன் 
வற்புறுத்தப்படவோ செயல்படுத்தப்படவோ செய்யலாம் . 

( 3 ) அதன் நிறுவனம் சம்பந்தமாக சங்கத்தினால் அல்லது அதற்கு 
எதிராக நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளுக்கு நேர் முன்னர் முடிவுறாதிருக்கின்ற அல்லது 
நிலவிலுள்ள ஏதேனும் நடவடிக்கை அல்லது செயல் காரணம் அந்த தேதிமுதல் 
இந்த சட்டம் நிறைவேற்றப்படவில்லை எனு மாறு சங்கத்தினால் அல்லது சங்கத் 
திற்த எதிராக அது வற்புறுத்தப்பட்டிருப்பதாக அரசினால் அல்லது அரசிற் 
கெதிராக தொடரப்படலாம் அல்லது வற்புறுத்தப்படலாம் என்பதுடன் , 
சங்கம் , இதன் அலுவலர்கள் பிணையாளிகள் அல்லது உத்தரவாதமளித்தவர்கள் , 
இவர்களால் அல்லது அவர்களுக்கு எதிராக வற்புறுத்தப்படுவது நின்றுவிடும் . 

5. சேகரிக்கப்பட்டச் சொத்து மற்றும் / அது சம்பந்தப்பட்ட ஆவணங் 
களைக் கைகொண்டிருப்பதனை விடுவிக்கும் கடமை.-- ( 1 ) இந்தச் சட்டத்தின கழ் 
ஏதேனும் சொத்து அரசினைச் சார்ந்தருக கையில் சொத்து யாருடைய கைக் 
கொள்ளல் அல்லது கட்டுப்பாட்டில் அல்லது ஆதிக்கத்தின் கீழ் இருக்கின்றதோ 
அந்த நபர் அரசிற்கோ அல்லது அதன் சார்பில் அரசு அதிகாரப்படுத்துகின்ற 
நபருக்கோ சொத்தினை உடனடியாக அளிக்கவேண்டும் , 
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( 2 ) நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளில் இந்த சட்டத்தின் 

சீழ் அரசினைச் 
சார்ந்துள்ள சங்கங்களின் நிறுவனங்கள் சம்பந்தமாக உள்ள ஏதேனும் புத்தகங்கள் 
ஆவணங்கள் , அல்லது பிற காகிதங்களைக் கைக்கொண்டுள்ள அல்லது கட்டுப் 
பாட்டில் வைத்திருக்கும் ஏதேனும் நபர் அரசிற்கு மேற்சொன்ன புத்தகங்கள் , 
ஆவணங்கள் , மற்றும் காகிதங்களின் கணக்கு நல்க உரியவராவார் , என்பதுடன் 
அவைகளை அரசிற்கோ இதன் சார்பில் அரசினால் அதிகாரப்படுத்தப்பட்ட 
நபருக்சோ அவர் நல்கவேண்டும் . 

( 3 ) இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் அரசினைச் சார்ந்துள்ள அனைத்து சொத்துக் 
களின் உடைமையினை கைக்கொள்வதற்கு தேவையான எல்லா நடவடிக்கை 
களையும் அரசு மேற்கொள்ளலாம் அல்லது மேற்கொள்ளச்செய்விக்கலாம் , 

6. விவரங்கள் நல்குவதற்கான கடமை.- ( 1 ) பிரிவு 7 - ல் அடங்கியுள்ள 
எதுவும் எவ்வாறிருந்த போதிலும் நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளிலிருந்து ஒரு மாதத் 
திற்குள் அல்லது இதன் சார்பில் அரசு அனுமதிக்கின்ற மேலுமுள்ள கால 
அளவினுள் நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளில் சங்கங்களின் எல்லாச் சொத்துக்களும் 
வஸ்துக்களும் அந்த நாளில் நிலவிலுள்ள சங்கங்களின் எல்லாக் கடன்களும் கடப் 
பாடுகளும் இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் அடிப்படையில் அதன் கீழ் அரசிற்கு கடன்கள் 
அல்லது கடப்பாடுகள் உள்ள அல்லது ஏற்படக்கூடிய சங்கங்களினால் நிறை 
வேற்றப்பட்டு அந்த நாளில் அமலிலுள்ள (சங்கங்களின் அலுவலர்கள் அல்லது 
பிற ஊழியர்களின் விடுப்பு ஓய்வூதியம் , பணிக்கொடை மற்று பிற 

பணி வரை 
யறைகள் சம்பந்தப்பட்ட தெளிவானதும் பொருள் கொள்ளப்பட்டதுமான ஒப்பந் 
தங்கள் உட்பட ) எல்லா ஒப்பந்தங்களும் அடங்கிய ஒரு முழு பொருள் பட்டியலை 
நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளுக்கு நேர் முன்னர் அரசிற்கு நல்க என் கோஸின் 
மேலான்மை இயக்கு நருக்கு மற்றும் ஏதேனும் சங்கத்தின் நிறுவனத்தின் 
காரியம் சம்பந்தமாக நியமிக்கப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் பிற அலுவலருக்கு அல்லது 
ஊழியருக்கு அரசு ஆணை இடலாம் . 

( 2 ) துணைப்பிரிவு (1 )-ன் கீழ் பொருள்பட்டி நல்கத் தேவைப்பட்ட என்கோ 
ஸின் மேலாண்மை இயக்குநர் மற்றும் அலுவலர்கள் மற்றும் வேலையாட்கள் இந்தத் 
துணைப்பிரிவின் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட கால அளவில் நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளுக்கு 
நேர் முன்னர் உரிமையளிக்கப்பட்ட அல்லது உட்படுத்தப்பட்ட அதே சம்பளம் 
மற்றும் படிகள் பெறவும் அதே பணிவரையறைகளுக்குட்பட்டு மிருப்பார் . 

7. நிலவிலிருக்கும் ஊழியர்களின் பதவி முடிவுறல் .- (1 ) மத்திய அரசின் 
அல்லது கேரள அரசின் பதிலாக அனுப்பப்பட்ட அலுவலர்கள் மற்றும் பிற 
ஊழியர்கள் தவிர ஏதேனும் சங்கங்களின் நிறுவனத்தின் காரியங்கள் 
தொடர்பாக நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளுக்கு நேர் முன்னர் வேலையிலமர்த்தப்பட்ட 
ஒவ்வொரு அலுவலர் அல்லது பிற ஊழியர்களின் சர்வீசுகள் நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட 
நாள் - முதல் முடிவுற்றதாக இருக்கும் . 

( 2 ) ஏதேனும் சங்கங்களின் நிறுவனத்தின் காரியங்கள் தொடர்பாக 
வேலைக்கென மத்திய அரசால் அல்லது கேரள அரசால் அனுப்பப்பட்டு மற்றும் 
நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளுக்கு நேர் முன்னர் அப்படி நியமிக்கப்பட்ட மத்திய 
அரசின் அல்லது மாநில அரசின் ஏதேனும் அலுவலர் அல்லது பிற ஊழியர் 
அந்த நாளிலிருந்து அதது காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று மத்திய அரசின் அல்லது 
கேரள அரசின் சர்வீசுக்கு திரும்ப அனுப்பப்படுவர் . 

( 3 ) 1947- ன் ( 1947 - ன் 14 - ம் மத்தியச் சட்டம் ) தொழில் தகராறுகள் 
சட்டத்தின் அல்லது நிலவிலிருக்கும் ஏதேனும் பிற சட்டத்தில் மாறாக அடங் 
கியுள்ள எதுவும் எவ்வாறிருந்தபோதிலும் துணைப் பிரிவு ( 1)-ன் அடிப்படையில் 
வலையிலிருந்து பிரித்துவிடப்பட்ட எந்த நபரும் ஏதேனும் நஷ்ட ஈட்டிற்கோ 


அல்லது பிற தொகைக்கோ அந்தச் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் அல்லது பிற சட்டத்தின் 
கீழ் உரிமையில்லாதவராவார் என்பதுடன் அத்தகைய நஷ்ட ஈடு அல்லது 
தொகைக்குரிய உரிமை கோரிக்கையினை எந்த நீதிமன்றமும் , தீர்ப்பாயமும் 
அல்லது பிற அதிகாரக்குழுவும் ஏற்றுக்கொள்ளக்கூடாது . 

( 4 ) துணைப்பிரிவு ( 3)-ல் அடங்கியுள்ள எதுவும் எவ்வாறிருப்பினும் 
அவரால் மற்றும் ஏதேனும் சங்கங்களினால் நிறைவேற்றப்பட்ட ஒரு ஒப்பந் 
தத்தின் கீழ் நியமனம் செய்யப்பட்ட ஒவ்வொரு அலுவலருக்கும் அல்லது பிற 
ஊழியருக்கும் அத்தகைய ஒப்பந்தத்தின் கீழ் அவருக்கு உரியதாகின்ற தொகை 
கொடுக்கப்படவேண்டும் . 

(5 ) துணைப்பிரிவு (4 )-ன் கீழ் ஒரு அலுவலருக்கு அல்லது ஊழியருக்கு 
பட்டுவாடா செய்யப்படவேண்டிய தொகை நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளிலிருந்து 
ஆறு மாத கால அளவிற்குள் தொழில் மற்றும் வர்த்தக இயக்குநரால் பணமாக 
கொடுக்கப்படவேண்டும் . 

எனினும் , மேற்சொன்ன கால அளவிற்குள் அத்தொகை கொடுக்கப்படா 
மலிருந்தால் , மேற்சொன்ன கால அளவு முடிவுறும் நாளிலிருந்து வருடத்திற்கு 
நான்கு சதவீத நிரக்கில் அத்தொகைக்குரிய வட்டியினை தொழில் மற்றும் 
வர்த்தக இயக்குநர் அளிக்கவேண்டும் . 

8. தொகை பட்டுவாடா செய்தல் .- ( 1 ) பிரிவு 3 - ன் கீழ் சங்கங்களின் 
நிறுவனங்களை அரசிற்கு மாற்றம் செய்ய, ஒவவொரு சங்கத்தின் ஒவ்வொரு 
பங்குதாரருக்கும் சங்கத்தில் அவர் எடுத்துள்ள பங்கின் மதிப்பிற்கு நிகரான 
ஒரு தொகை, சங்கத்திற்கு அவர் நல்க வேண்டிய ஏதேனும் தொகையினை 
குறைவு செய்து , நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளிற்கு நேர் முன்னர் அரசினால் வழங்கப் 
படும் . 

( 2 ) துணைப்பிரிவு ( 1 )-ல் அடங்கியுள்ள எதுவும் எவ்வாறிருப்பினும் , 
ஏதேனும் சங்கங்களின் பங்குகளை வாங்கும் பொருட்டு ஒரு உறுப்பினர் -ஊழியர் 
ஏதேனும் வங்கியிலிருந்துக் கடன் பெற்றிருக்கும் போது மற்றும் அத்தகைய 
கடன் மற்றும் அதன் மீதான வட்டிக்காக சங்கம் பிணையமாக இருந்தால் , 
அல்லது உறுப்பினர்- ஊழியரின் சம்பளத்திலிருந்துக் கடனை வசூலிக்க ஒப்பந்தம் 
செய்திருக்க, நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளில் கடனில் மீதி ஏதேனும் இருந்தால் , 
மீதியுள்ள தொகை வட்டியுடன் , வங்கிக்கு அரசால் செலுத்தப்படும் என்பதுடன் , 
துணைப்பிரிவு (1)-ன் கீழ் அவருக்கு உரிய தாகின்ற தொகையிலிருந்து இந்தத் 
துணைப்பிரிவின் கீழ் வங்கிக்குக் கொடுக்கப்பட்ட தொகை போக எஞ்சிய 
தொகை மட்டும் உறுப்பினர் -ஊழியருக்குக் கொடுக்கப்பட வேண்டும் . 

( 3 ) இந்தப்பிரிவின் கீழ் ஒரு பங்குதாரருக்குக் கொடுக்கப்படவேண்டிய 
தொகை நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்ட நாளிருந்து ஆறு மாத கால அளவிற்குள், சங்கங்கள் 
அளித்துள்ள செல்லுபடியாகும் பங்கு அத்தாட்சிச் சீட்டுக்களைத் தாக்கல் செய்து 
சமர்ப்பித்தால் , தொழில் மற்றும் வர்த்தக இயக்குநரால் பணமாகக் கொடுக்கப் 
படும் : 

எனினும் , மேற்சொன்ன கால அளவிற்குள் இத்தொகை கொடுக்கப்படாம 
லிருந்தால், மேற்சொன்ன கால அளவு முடிவுறும் நாளிவிருந்து வருடத்திற்கு 
நான்கு சதவீத நிரக்கில் அத்தொகையின் மீதான வட்டியினைத் தொழில் 
மற்றும் வர்த்தக இயக்குநர் அளிக்கவேண்டும் . 

9. தண்டங்கள்.- ( 1 ) ஏதேனும் நபர் , - ( எ ) ஏதேனும் சங்கத்தின் நிறு 
வனத்தின் பாகமாகின்ற ஏதேனும் சொத்தினை தன் உடைமையில் , ஆதிக்கத்தில் 
அல்லது கட்டுப்பாட்டில் வைத்துக்கொண்டு அத்தகைய சொத்துக்களை அரசிட 
மிருந்து தவறுதலாக வைத்துக்கொண்டால், அல்லது 
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( பி ) இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் அரசினைச் சார்ந்துள்ள ஏதேனும் சங்கங் 
களது நிறுவனத்தின் பாகமாகின்ற ஏதேனும் சொத்தினை தவறுதலாக உடமை 
பாகப்பெறின் ; அல்லது 

( சி ) பிரிவு 5 - ன் துணைப்பிரிவு (2 )-ஆல் தேவைப்பட்டவாறு அவரது 
உடமையில் ஆதிக்கத்தில் அல்லது கட்டுப்பாட்டில் இருக்கும் ஏதேனும் 
புத்தகங்கள் , ஆவணங்கள் அல்லது பிற காகிதங்கள் ஆகியவற்றை வேண்டு 
மென்றே வைத்துக்கொண்டு அரசிற்கு சமர்ப்பிக்கத் தவறுவதாயின் - இரண்டு 
வருட காலம் வரை நீடிக்கக் கூடிய சிறைவாசம் அல்லது தண்டம் அல்லது 
அவை இரண்டும் சேர்ந்து தண்டிக்கப்பட வேண்டியவராயிருப்பார் . 

எனினும் , உட்பிரிவு ( எ ) அல்லது உட்பிரிவு ( பி ) அல்லது உட்பிரிவு (சி ) 
யின் கீழ் ஏதேனும் குற்றத்தினை விசாரிக்கின்ற நீதி மன்றம் குற்றம் சாட்டப்பட்ட 
நபரை குற்றவாளி மீது தீர்ப்புரைக்கும்போது நீதி மன்றத்தால் நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட 
விருக்கும் ஒரு கால அளவிற்குள் தவறுதலாக வைத்திருந்த அல்லது கிடைக்கப் 
பெற்ற ஏதேனும் பணம் அல்லது சொத்தினை அல்லது வேண்டுமென்றே கைவசம் 
வைத் திருக்கும் அல்லது தாக்கல் செய்யாதிருக்கும் ஏதேனும் ஆவணத்தினை 
அளிப்பதற்கு அல்லது திருப்பிக் கொடுக்க அவருக்குக் கட்டளையிடலாம் . 

( 2 ) அரசின் அல்லது அரசினால் இதற்காக அங்கீகாரம் அளிக்கப்பட்ட 
ஒரு அதிகாரியின் முன் அனுமதியுடன் அல்லாது இந்தப்பிரிவின் கீழ் தண்டிக்கப் 
படும் ஒரு குற்றத்தினை எந்த நீதிமன்றமும் விசாரணைக்கு எடுக்கக்கூடாது . 

10. கம்பெனிகள் புரியும் குற்றங்கள்.- ( 1) இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் ஒரு 
கம்பெனியால் ஒரு குற்றம் இழைக்கப்பட்டிருக்கும் போது குற்றம் இழைக்கப் 
பட்ட நேரத்தில் கம்பெனியின் வர்த்தக நடத்தைக்கும் கம்பெனிக்கும் பொறுப் 
புள்ள மற்றும் கடமையுள்ள எல்லாநபரும் குற்றம் புரிந்தவரென கருதப்படுவர் 
என்பதுடன் எதிரான நடவடிக்கைகள் எடுக்கப்படவும் அதன்படி தண்டிக்கப் 
படவும் உரியவராவார் : 

எனினும் , அக்குற்றம் தனது அறிவின்றி இழைக்கப்பட்டது அல்லது 
அத்தகைய குற்றம் இழைப்பதினை தடை செய்வதற்கு எல்லா முயற்சிகளும் மேற் 
கொண்டுள்ளார் என்று அவர் நிரூபிப்பாராயின் இந்தத் துணைப்பிரிவில் அடங்கி 
யுள்ள எதுவும் அவரை எந்தத் தண்டனைக்கும் உரியவராக்காது . 

( 2 ) துணைப்பிரிவு (1 )-ல் அடங்கியுள்ள எவையும் எவ்வாறிருப்பினும் , 
இந்தச் சட்டத் கின் கீழ் ஏதேனும் குற்றம் ஒரு கம்பெனியால் இழைக்கப்பட்டி 
ருக்கும் போது மற்றும் குற்றம் கம்பெனியின் ஏதேனும் இயக்குநர், மேலாளர் , 
செயலாளர் , அல்லது பிற அதிகாரியின் ஒப்புதல் அல்லது மறைமுக ஆதரவில் 
நிகழ்ந்துள்ளது அல்லது அவர்களின் உதாசீனத்தால் இழைக்கப்பட்டதென 
நிரூபிக்கப்பட்டால், அத்தகைய இயக்குநர் , மேலாளர் , செயலாளர் அல்லது பிற 
அதிகாரி அக் குற்றத்திற்குரிய குற்றவாளியாகக் கருதப்படுவர் மற்றும் எதிரான 
நடவடிக்கைகள் எடுக்கப்படவும் அதன்படி தண்டிக்கப்படவும் உரியவராவார் . 
க்கம்.-- இந்தப்பிரிவின் நோக்கங்களுக்காக , -- 

“ கம்பெனி" எனில் ஏதேனும் குழு என்பதுடன் ஒரு நிறுவனம் 
அல்லது தனியாட்களின் பிற சங்கம் எனப் பொருட்படும் . 
மற்றும் 
நிறுவனம் சம்பந்தமாக “ இயக்குநர் எனில் நிறுவனத்தின் ஒரு 
பங்காளி என பொருட்படும் . 
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யான 


11. நல்லெண்ணத்துடன் மேற்கொள்ளப்பட்ட நடவடிக்கைக்குப் பாது 
காப்பு.- ( 1 ) இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் 

நல்லெண்ணத்துடன் செய்யப்பட்ட 
அல்லது செய்ய உத்தேசிக்கப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் காரியத்திற்காக அரசுக்கு எதிரா 
கவோ ஏதேனும் அலுவலர் அல்லது பிற நபருக்கெதிராகவோ, உரிமை வழக்கு , 
குற்றச் சாட்டல் அல்லது பிற சட்ட நடவடிக்கைகள் தாக்கல் செய்யப்படக் 
கூடாது . 

( 2 ) இந்தச் சட்டத் தின் கீழ் நல்லெண்ணத்துடன் செய்யப்பட்ட அல்லது 
செய்ய உத்தேசிக்கப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் காரியத்தின் ஏதுவாக நேர்ந்துள்ள அல்லது 
நேரக்கூடிய ஏதேனும் சேதத்திற்காக, அரசுக்கெதிராகவோ , ஏதேனும் அலுவலர் 
அல்லது பிற நபருக்கெதிராகவோ உரிமை வழக்கு அல்லது பிறச்சட்ட நடவடிக் 
கைகள் தாக்கல் செய்யப்படக்கூடாது . 

12. விதிகள் உண்டுபண்ணுவதற்கான அதிகாரம்.- ( 1 ) இந்த சட்டத்தின் 
ஏற்பாடுகளை அமலாக்குவதற்கு , 

அரசு 

கெசட்டு அறிவிக்கை மூலம் விதிகள் 
உண்டுபண்ணலாம் . 

( 2 ) இந்தப்பிரிவின் கீழ் உண்டுபண்ணப்பட்ட ஒவ்வொரு விதியும் அது 
உண்டுபண்ணப்பட்ட உடனே ஒரு கூட்டத்தொடராகவோ அல்லது தொடர்ச்சி 

கூட்டத்தொடர்களிலோவாக மொத்தம் பதினான்கு 
நாட்கள் கூட்டத்தொடரில் இருக்கும் சட்டமன்றப்பேரவையின் முன் வைக்கப் 
படல் வேண்டும் , மற்றும் அது அவ்வாறு வைக்கப்பட்டக் கூட்டத்தொடர் 
அல்லது அதனைத் தொடர்ந்து வரும் கூட்டத்தொடர் முடிவுறும் முன் சட்ட 
மன்றப் பேரவை விதியில் ஏதேனும் மாறுதல் உண்டுபண்ணினால் அல்லது அவ் விதி 
உண்டுபண்ணப்படலாகாது எனத் தீர்மானித்தால் அவ்வி திக்கு , அதது காரியத் 
திலாவதுபோன்று , அதன்பின் மாற்றப்பட்ட முறையில் பலன் இருக்கும் அல்லது 
பலனிருக்காது. எனினும் , அத்தகைய மாற்றம் அல்லது நீக்கம் அந்த விதியின் 
கீழ் ஏற்கனவே - செய்யப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் காரியத்தின் செல்லுபடியாகும் 
தன்மைக்குக் குந்தகமின்றியே இருக்கும் . 

13. இரத்தாதலும் தவிர்ப்பும் , - (1 ) 1977 - ன் பொறியியல் தொழில் - 
நிபுணர்கள் கூட்டுறவுச் சங்கங்கள் (நிறுவனங்களை மேற்கொள்வதும் கைமாற்று 
வதும் ) பற்றிய அவசரச் சட்டம் (1977 - ன் 12 ) இதனால் இரத்துச் செய்யப்படு 
கிறது . 

( 2 ) அவ்வாறு ரத்துச் செய்யப்பட்ட போதிலும் மேற்சொன்ன அவசரச் 
சட்டத்தின் கீழ் உண்டுபண்ணப்பட்ட அல்லது உண்டுபண்ணப்பட்டதாகக் கருதப் 
பட்ட ஏதேனும் காரியம் அல்லது மேற்கொள்ளப்பட்ட அல்லது மேற்கொள்ளப் 
பட்டதாகக் கருதப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் செயல் இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் உண்டுபண் 
ணப்பட்டதாக அல்லது மேற் கொள்ளப்பட்டதாகக் கருதப்படும் . 


Section titi 
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கேரள அரசு 
சட்ட (சட்டமியற்றல்- சி ) துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 


எண் . 17455/ சட்டமியற்றல் சி 2 /77 / சட்டம் . 

1977 அக்டோபர் 31 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1899 கார்த்திகா 9 
1977 அக்டோபர் 30 - ம் நாள் ஆளுநரால் விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப் 
பட்ட பின் வரும் அவசரச் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென இதனால் பிரசுரிக்கப் 
படுகிறது . 

ஆளுநரின் ஆணைப்படி , 
கெ . விஸ்வநாதன் நாயர் , 
சட்ட இணைச் செயலாளர் . 


The Kerala Municipalities (Amendment) Ordinance, 1977 

1977 - ன் 24 - வது அவசரச் சட்டம் 
1977 - ன் கேரள முனிச்சிப்பாலிட்டிகள் (திருத்த ) அவசரச் சட்டம் 
இந்தியக்குடியரசின் இருபத்தெட்டாவது வருடத்தில் கேரள ஆளுநரால் 
விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப்பட்டது . 

1960- ன் கேரள முனிசிப்பாலிட்டிகள் சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவதற்கான 
ஒரு அவசரச் சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய்.-- கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றப் பேரவை கூட்டத்தொடரில் 
இல்லா திருப்பதாலும் உடனடி நடவடிக்கை மேற்கொள்ளத் தேவையான சூழ் 
நிலைகள் நிலவிலுள்ளன என்று கேரள ஆளுநர் திருப்தியுறுவ தாலும் , 

இப்போது , எனவே , இந்திய அரசியலமைப்பின் பிரிவு 213 - ன் உட்பிரிவு 
( 1)-னால் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து பின்வரும் அவசரச் 
சட்டத்தினை விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்ய கேரள ஆளுநர் மனமுவந்துள்ளார் .- 

1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும்.- (1 ) இந்த அவசரச் சட்டம் 1: 77 - ன் 
கேரள முனிசிப்பாலிட்டிகள் (திருத்த) , அவசரச் சட்டம் என்று அழைக்கப் 
படலாம். 

( 2 ) இது உடனடி அமலுக்கு வரும் . 
2. 1961- ன் 14-வது சட்டம் தற்காலிகமாகத் திருத்தப்படல் .-- இந்த 
அவு சரச் சட்டம் அமலில் இருக்கையில் 

( இதன் பின் முதற்சட்டம் 
அழைக்கப்படும் ) 1960 - ன் கேரள முனிசிப்பாலிட்டிகள் சட்டத்திற்கு (1961 - ன் 14 ) 
பிரிவு 3 - ல் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட திருத்தத்திற்கு உட்பட்டு பலனுண்டு. 
G. 3447/ V . 


என்று 
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கால 


3. புதிய பிரிவு 54 எ புகுத்தப்படல் .-- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 54 - க் குப் 
பிறகு பின்வரும் பிரிவு புகுத்தப்படவேண்டும் , அதாவது : 

* 54 ஏ . கவுண்சிலின் புனரமைப்பினை ஒத்திப்போடுவதற்கும் கவுண்சிலின் 
அலுவல்களை நிறைவேற்ற நபர்களை நியமிக்கவும் அரசின் அதிகாரம்.- ( 1 ) பிரிவு 
8 - ல் எதுவும் அடங்கியுள்ள போதிலும் ஒரு முனிசிப்பா லிட்டியின் கவுண்சிலர் 
களின் பதவிக்காலம் முடிவடைய இருக்குமிடத்தும் ஒரு தற்காலிக 
அளவிற்கென அந்த முனிசிப்பாலிட்டியின் கவுண்சிலர்களின் புதுத் தேர்தல் 
நடத்துவது பொது நலன் கருதி உகந்ததல்ல என்று அரசு திருப்திப்படுமிடத்தும் 
அது , கெசற்று 

விளம்பரம் மூலம் அந்த விண்ணப்பத்தில் குறிப்பிடப்படும் 
காரணங்களுக்காகவும் அந்த விளம்பரத்தில் குறிப்பிடப்படக்கூடிய கவுண்சில்களின் 
பதவிக்காலம் முடிந்த தேதியிலிருந்து ஆறு மாதங்களுக்கு மிகாத கால அளவிற்கு , 
கவுண்சில் புனரமைக்கப்படுவது ஒத்திப்போடப்படவேண்டுமென்று ஆணை 
யிடலாம் . 

( 2 ) கவுண்சில் , அதன் செயர் மான் மற்றும் நிலைக்குழுக்கள் மற்றும் 
பிற குழுக்களின் எல்லா அல்லது ஏனைய அலுவல்கள் , து ணப்பிரிவு (1 )-ன் 
கீழ் விளம்பரத்தில் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட கால அளவில் , இயன்ற வரையிலும் அரசு 
நிர்ணயிக்கக்கூடிய அளவிலும் இதன் சார்பில் அரசு நியமிக்கின்ற நபர் அல்லது 
நபர்களால் பிரயோகிக்கப்படவும் நிறைவேற்றப்படவும் செய்யலாம் , மேலும் , 
அதது காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று அத்தகைய நபர் அல்லது ஏதேனும் அத்தகைய 
நபர் , அரசு அவ்வாறு ஆணையிடுமாயின் அவரது சேவைக்காக முனிச்சிப்பல் 
நிதியிலிருந்து சம்பளம் பெற்றுக்கொள்ளலாம் . 

( 3 ) துணைப்பிரிவு (2 )-ன் கீழ் நியமிக்கப்பட்ட நபர் அல்லது நபர்களுக்கு 
அரசுடன், கலக்டருடன் மற்றும் இயக்கு நருடன் உள்ள தொடர்பு மற்றும் 
மேற்சொன்ன துணைப்பிரிவின் கீழ் இரண்டோ அதிகமோ நபர்கள் நியமிக்கப் 
பட்டால் அவர்களுடன் உள்ள தொடர்பினையும் அரசு நிர்ணயிக்கலாம் . 

( 4 ) அரசு , தகுந்ததெனக் கருதினால் , கவுண்சில் , செயர் மான் மற்றும் 
நிலைக்குழு மற்றும் பிற குழுக்களின் எல்லா அல்லது ஏதேனும் அதிகாரங்கள் 
மற்றும் கடமைகளை 

அவருடைய கடமைகளுக்குப்புறமே நிறைவேற்றும்படி 
கமிஷனருக்கு ஆணையிடலாம் . 

(5 ) துணைப்பிரிவு (1)-ன் கீழ் விளம்பரத்தில் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட கால 
அளவு முடிவுறும் தேதியில் அரசு கவுண்சிலினைப் புனரமைக்கலாம் . 

(6 ) துணைப்பிரிவு (1)-ன் கீழ் கவுண்சில் புனரமைக்கப்படும் தேதி ஒத்தி 
வைக்கப்பட்டிருக்குமிடத்து , கவுண்சில் புனரமைக்கப்படும் தேதிவரை அரசும் 
அதன் பின்னர் புனரமைக்கப்பட்ட கவுண்சிலும் அதது காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று 
கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலம் முடிவுறும் தேதியிலும் புனரமைப்பு தேதியிலும் 
கவுண்சிலின் எல்லா சொத்துக்களுக்குரியதாகவும் கவுண்சிலின் எல்லா கடப்பாடு 
களுக்குட்பட்டும் இருக்கும் . " 

ஜோதி வெங்கட செல்லம் , 

ஆளுநர் , 
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கேரள அரசு 


சட்டம் ( சட்டமியற்றல்- சி ) துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் . 16953-2 -சட்டமியற்றல் ( சி ) 2/ 77 /சட்டம் . 

1977 அக்டோபர் 31 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1899 கார்த்திகா 9 
1977 அக்டோபர் 30- ம் நாளன்று ஆளுநரால் விளம்பர அறிவிக்கைச் 
செய்யப்பட்ட பின்வரும் அவசரச் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென இதன் 
மூலம் பிரசுரம் செய்யப்படுகிறது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 
கெ . விஸ்வ நாதன் நாயர் , 
சட்ட இணைச் செயலாளர் . 


The Calicut Municipal Corporation (Extension of time for Reconstitution ) 

Amendment Ordinance , 1977 

1977 - ன் அவசரச் சட்டம் எண் 21 
1977- ன் காலிக்கட் முனிசிப்பல் கார்ப்பரேஷன் (புனரமைப்புக்கான 

காலத்தை நீட்டுதல் ) திருத்த அவசரச் சட்டம் 
இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்தெட்டாவது வருடத்தில் ஆளுநரால் விளம்பர 
அறிவிக்கைச் செய்யப்பட்டது . 

1976 - ன் காலிக்கட் முனிசிப்பல் கார்ப்பரேஷன் ( புனரமைப்புக்கான 
காலத்தை நீட்டுதல் ) சட்டத்தினை திருத்துவதற்கான ஒரு அவசரச் சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய்.-- கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றப் பேரவை கூட்டத் தொடரில் 
இல்லாததாலும், உடனடி நடவடிக்கை எடுக்கத் தேவையான சூழ்நிலைகள் 
நிலவிலுள்ளன என கேரள ஆளுநர் திருப்தியுறுவதாலும், 

இப்போது , எனவே இந்திய அரசியலமைப்பின் விதி 213- ன் உட்பிரிவு (i) - ஆல் 
வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து பின் வரும் அவசரச் சட்டத்தினை 
விளம்பர அறிவிக்கைச் செய்ய கேரள ஆளுநர் மனமுவந்துள்ளார் .- 

1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும் .- ( 1) இந்த அவசரச் சட்டம் 1977- ன் 
காலிக்கட் முனிசிப்பல் கார்ப்பரேஷன் ( புனரமைப்புக்கான காலத்தை நீட்டுதல் ) 
திருத்த அவசரச் சட்டம் என அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

( 2 ) இது உடனடி அமலுக்கு வரும் . 
G. 2346 / V . 
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2. 1977- ன் 3 -வது சட்டம் தற்காலிகமாகத் திருத்தப்படல்.- இந்த 
அவசரச் 

சட்டம் அமலில் இருக்கையில் (இதன் பின்னர் முதற் சட்டமெனக் 
குறிப்பிடப்படும் ) 1976 - ன் காலிக்கட் முனிசிப்பல் கார்ப்பரேஷன் ( புனரமைப் 
புக்கான காலத்தை நீட்டுதல் ) சட்டத்திற்கு (1977- ன் 3 ) பிரிவு 3 - ல் குறிப்பிடப் 
பட்ட திருத்தங்களுக்குட்பட்டு பலனுடைத்தாயிருக்கும் . 
3. பிரிவு 3- ன் திருத்தம் .--- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 3 - ல் , 

( எ ) துணைப்பிரிவுகள் 1 மற்றும் 2 - ல் “ 1977 நவம்பர் முதல் நாள் எனும் 
எண்கள் , எழுத்துக்கள் , மற்றும் சொற்களுக்குப் பதிலாக " 1978 பெப்ருவரி 
முதல் நாள் எனும் எண்கள், எழுத்துக்கள் மற்றும் சொற்கள் இடப்பட 
வேண்டும் . 

( பி ) துணைப்பிரிவு 3 - ல் , " 1982 நவம்பர் முதல்நாள் எனும் எண்கள் , 
எழுத்துக்கள் மற்றும் சொற்களுக்குப் பதிலாக, 1983 பெப்ருவரி முதல் நாள் , 
எனும் எண்கள் , எழுத்துக்கள் மற்றும் சொற்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் . 

ஜோதி வெங்கட செல்லம் , 

ஆளுநர் , 
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PART 1 

Section ti 
கேரள அரசு 
சட்டம் (சட்டமியற்றல்- சி ) துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் . 15773/ சட்டமியற்றல் -சி 2 / 77 /சட்டம் . 

1977 செப்டம்பர் 30 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1889 அஸ்வினா 8 
1977 செப்டம்பர் 30 - ம் நாளன்று ஆளுநரால் விளம்பர அறிவிக்கைச் 
செய்டப்பட்ட பின்வரும் அவசரச் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென இதனால் 
பிரசுரம் செய்யப்படுகிறது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 

எம் , சேகரன் , 
சட்டச் செயலாளர் . 


The Punalur Municipal Council ( Extension of term of office of 

Councillors ) Ordinance, 1977 

1977- ன் அவசரச் சட்டம் எண் 16 
1977 - ன் புனலூர் நகராட்சி மன்றம் ( கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக் 

காலததினை நீட்டுதல்) பற்றிய அவசரச் சட்டம் 
இந்தியக்குடியரசின் இருபத்தெட்டாவது வருடத்தில் கேரள ஆளுநரால் 
விளம்பர அறிக்கைச் செய்யப்பட்டது . 

புளலூர் நகராட்சிமன்றக் கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை மேலும் 
நீட்டுவதற்கு வகை செய்வதற்கான ஒரு அவசரச் சட்டம் . 

தோற்றுவாய்.- 1977 மார்ச் 25 - ம் தேதி பிட்ட கேரள அசாதாரண கெசட் 
எண் 182- ல எஸ் . ஆர் . ஓ . எண் 259/77 ஆக பிரசுரிக்கப்பட்ட 1977 பார்ச் 
24 - ம் தேதியிட்ட ஜி . ஓ . ( எம். எஸ் . ) 85 / 77/ .எல் . எ . மற்றும் எஸ் . டபிள்யு . டி . 
அறிக்கையின் மூலம் , 1960 - ன் கேரள நகராட்சி மன்றச் சட்டத்தின் (1961- ன் 14) 
பிரிவு 3- ன் து ணப்பிரிவு (1 )-ன் காப்பு வாசகத்தினால் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங் 
களைப் பிரயோகித்து அரசு 1977 ஏப்ரல் முதல் நாளிலிருந்து ஆறுமாத காலத் 
திற்கு புனலூர் நகராட்சிமன்றக் கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக் காலத்தினை நீட்டி 
யுள்ளபடியாலும் , 

1978 , பெப்ருவரி முதல் நாளன்று புதிதாகத் தேர்ந்தெடுக்கப்பட்ட 
கவுண்சிலர்கள் அலுவலில் சேருவதற்கு உகந்த விதத்தில் 1978 ஜூலுவரி 
மாதத்தில் , திரூர் முனிசிப்பல் கவுண்சில் தவிர , கேரள மாநிலத்தின் எல்லா 
முன.சப்பல் கவுண்சில்களின் 

தேர்தல்களை நடத்த உத்தேசிக்கப்பட்டிருப்ப 
தாலும், 

G. 2302/ V . 
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புதிதாகத் தேர்ந்தெடுக்கப்பட்ட கவுண்சில்கள் பதவி ஏற்பதுவரைக்கும் , 
புனலூர் நகரமன்ற கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை மேலும் நீட்டுவது 
தேவையென்று கருதப்பட்டுள்ளமையாலும் , 

1960- ன் கேரள நகராட்சிமன்றச் சட்டத்தின் (1961 - ன் 14 ) பிரிவு 8 - ன் 
துணைப் ரிவு (1 )-ன் காப்பு வாசகத்தின் கீழ் கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலம் 
நீட்டப்படவேண்டிய உயர்ந்த கால அளவு ஆறு மாகமாகையாலும் காப்பு 
வாசகத்தினால் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து மேலும் நீட்டுவது 
இயலாததாலும் ; 

மற்றும் கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றப்பேரவை கூட்டத்தொடரில் இல்லாத 
தாலும் , உடனடி நடவடிக்கை எடுக்கத் தேவையான சூழ் நிலைகள் நிலவிலுள்ளன 
என்று கேரள ஆளுநர் திருப்தியுறுவதாலும் , 

இப்போது , எனவே , இந்திய அரசியலமைப்பின் விதி 213- ன் உட்பிரிவு 
( 1 )-ஆல் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து பின்வரும் அவசரச் 
சட்டத்தினை விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்ய கேரள ஆளுநர் மனமுவந்துள்ளார் : 
1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பு.- ( 1 ) இந்த அவசரச் சட்டம் 1977 - ன் 

புனலூர் 
நகராட்சி மன்றம் ( கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை நீட்டுதல்) பற்றிய 
அவசரச் சட்டம் என அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

2. நகராட்சிமன்றக் கவுண்சிலர்களின் பதவிக்காலத்தினை நீட்டுதல் .- 
1960- ன் கேரள நகராட்சிமன்றச் சட்டத்தில் (1961- ன் 14) அடங்கியுள்ள எதுவும் 
எவ்வாறு இருப்பினும் , 1977 செப்டம்பர் 30- ம் நாள் முடிவடைகிற இச்சட் 
டத்தின் கீழ் அமைக்கப்பட்டதுமான புனலூர் நகராட்சிமன்றக் கவுண்சிலர்களின் 
பதவிக்காலம் 1978 பெப்ருவரி முதல் நாள் மத்தியானம் வரை நீட்டப்படுகிறது . 


என் . என் . வாஞ்சூ, 


ஆளுநர். 
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Section iil 
கேரள அரசு 
சட்டம் 

( சட்டமியற்றல் - எ ) துறை 

அறிவிக்கை 
எண் . 10857 /சட்டமியற்றல் ( எ ) 2/ 77/சட்டம் 

1977 அக்டோபர் 1 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1899 அஸ்வினா 9 
1977 அக்டோபர் முதல் நாளன்று ஆளுநரால் விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை 
செய்யப்பட்ட பின்வரும் அவசரச் சட்டம் பொதுத் தகவலுக்கென இதனால் 
பிரசுரம் செய்யப்படுகிறது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 
பி . எ . ஸ்ரீனிவாசன் , 

கூட்டுச் செயலாளர் . 
The Prohibition ( Amendment) Ordinance, 1977 

1977- ன் அவசரச் சட்டம் எண் 18 
1977- ன் மது விலக்கு (திருத்த ) அவசரச் சட்டம் . 
இந்தியக்குடியரசின் இருபத்தெட்டாவது வருடத்தில் கேரள ஆளுநரால் 
விளம்பர அறிவிக்கை செய்யப்பட்டது . 

1950- ன் மது விலக்கு சட்டத்தினை மேலும் திருத்துவதற்கான ஒரு அவசரச் 
சட்டம் . 

தோற்துவாய்.-- கேரள மாநில சட்டமன்றப் பேரவைக் கூட்டத் தொடரில் 
இல்லாதிருப்பதாலும், உடனடி நடவடிக்கை எடுக்கத்தேவையான சூழ் நிலைகள் 
நிலவிலுள்ளன என கேரள ஆளுநர் திருப்தியுறுவதாலும் , 
இப்போது , எனவே , இந்திய அரசியலமைப்பின் விதி 

213 - ன் உட்பிரிவு 
( 1 ) -ஆல் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்துப் பின்வரும் அவசரச் 
சட்டத்தினை விளம்பர அறிக்கைச் செய்ய கேரள ஆளுநர் மனமுவந்துள்ளார் : 

1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பு .-- இந்த அவசரச் சட்டம் 1977 - ன் மதுவிலக்கு (திருத்த ) 
அவசரச் சட்டம் என அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

2. 1950 - ன் 13- வது சட்டம் தற்காலிகமாக திருத்தப்படல்.-- இந்த அவசரச் 
சட்டம் அமலல் இருக்கையில் , ( அதன் பின்னர் முதற் சட்டம் என்று குறிப் 
பிடப்படும் ) 1950- ன் மதுவிலக்குச் சட்டத்திற்கு ( 1950- ன் 13 ), 3 முதல் 5 
வரையிலுள்ள பிரிவுகளில் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட திருத்தங்களுக்குட்பட்டு பயனுடைத் 
தாயிருக்கும் . 

3 . பிரிவு 2 - ன் திருத்தம் - முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 2 - ல் (பிரிவுகள் 
1 மற்றும் 7 தவிர ) ” எனும் அடைப்புக்குறிகள் , சொற்கள் மற்றும் எண்களுக்குப் 
பதிலாக “ ( பிரிவுகள் 1 , 7 மற்றும் 11 தவிர ) " எலும் அடைப்புக்குறிகள் , 
சொற்கள் மற்றும் எண்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் . 

G. 2345/ v . 
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4. பிரிவு 6 - ன் திருத்கம்.-- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 6 - ன் துணைப்பிரிவு 
( 2)-ல் " பிரிவுகள் 1 மற்றும் 7 " எனும் சொற்கள் மற்றும் எண்களுக்குப் 
பதிலாக அவை வருகின்ற இரு இடர்களிலும் பிரிவுகள் 1 , 7 மற்றும் 11 
எனும் சொற்கள் மற்றும் எண்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் . 

5. 11 எனும் புகிய பிரிவு புகுத்தப்படுதல்.- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 
10- ற்குப்பிறகு , பின்வரும் பிரிவு புகுத்தப்பட வேண்டும் , அதாவது 

11. விளாம்பரங்களுக்குத்கடை.- (1 ) ( பிரிவு 21 - ன் கீழ் தவிர்க்கப்பட்ட 
மது அல்லது மருந்துகள் தரை) ஏதேனும் மதுவின் அல்லது போதையூட்டும் 
மருந்தின் , உபயோகத்தினை வேண்டுகின்ற, சிபாரிசு செய்கின்ற அல்லது 
நல்குகின்ற , ஏதேனும் விளம்பரத்தினை அல்லது பிற காரியத்தினை , ஏதேனும் 
செய்தித்தாளில், புத்தகத்தில், துண்டு பிரசுரத்தில், சிறு புத்தகத்தில் அல்லது 
ஏனைய பிற தனிப்பட்ட அல்லது சஞ்சிகைப்பிரசுரத்தில் அச்சிடுகின்ற அல்லது 
பிரசுரம் செய்கின்ற அல்லது காண்பிக்கின்ற அல்லது வினியோகிக்கின்ற நபர் , 
ஆறு மாத கால அளவிலான சிறைத்தண்டனையுடன் , அல்லது ஆயிரம் ரூபாய் 
வரையிலான அபராதத்துடன் அல்லது இவை இரண்டிற்குமாக தண்டிக்கப் 
படுவார் . 

( 2 ) துணைப்பிரிவு ( 1)-ல் எதுவும் , 

( எ ) பொதுவாக அல்லது தனியாக கமிஷனரால் அங்கீகரிக்கப்படக் 
கூடியதான சரி பெயர்ப்பட்டியல்கள் , மற்றும் விலைப்பட்டியல்களுக்குப் பொருத் 
தாது , 

( பி ) இந்திய எல்லைக்குள் அல்லது அதன் ஏதேனும் பாகத்தில் 
தற்சமயம் அமலில் இருக்கும் ஏதேனும் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் அல்லது அதனால் 
நிறுவப்படப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் மருத்துவக் கவுண்சிலினால் மருத்துவ மதிப்புள் 
ளதெனத் தனியாக அங்கீகரிக்கப்பட்டிருக்கின்ற ஏதேனும் மது அல்லது போதை 
யூட்டும் மருந்துக்கு அத்தகைய விளம்பரங்கள், அறிவிப்புகள் அல்லது விவர 
ணங்கள் தொடர்புடைய தாயின், மருத்துவ தொழிலில் உள்ள உறுப்பினர்களுக்கு 
மட்டுமே சுற்றறிக்கை செய்யப்பட்ட மருத்துவ வெளியீடுகளிலுள்ளவிளம்பரங்கள் , 
அல்லது அறிவிப்புகள் மற்றும் விவரணங்கள் இவைக்குப் பொருந்தாது , அல்லது 

( சி ) மாநிலத்திற்கு வெளியே சட்டத்திற்கு இணங்க அச்சடித்ததும் , 
பிரசுரிக்கப் பட்டதுமான செய்தித்தாள்கள் , சஞ்சிகைகள் மற்றும் நூற்கள் 
மாநிலத்திற்குள் பொதுவாக விற்பனை செய்யப்படுவதற்கும் பொருந்தாது. " 


என் . என் . வாஞ்சூ, 

ஆளுநர் . 
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GOVERNMENT OP KERALA 
Revenue ( P ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O. ( P ) No. 408 /77 /RD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 15th March 1978 . 
$ .R.O.No . 257 /78. - Under rule 12A of the Kerala Land Assignment 
Rules, 1964, the Government of Rerala hereby make the following amend . 
ment to heir notification No. 18848 /P1/71/KD dated the 6th January, 1973 , 
p.blished as S.R.O. No. 29/73 in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary No.28 
dated the 9th January , 1973, as subsequently amended , namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the Schedulo to the said notification , under the heading " Kottayam 
District" , under the subheading " Kanjirapally Taluk " , for the item 
“ 6. Eppen Jacob, 

“ Kerala Congress" . 
Ayaluparampil, 

P. O. Ponkunnam . 
the following item shall be substituted , namely : 

" 6. Shri. Sebastian Vadassery, Kerala Congreas" . 

Vadassery Veedu, 
Mundakayam . 

By order of the Governor, 

S. PADMAKUMAR , 

Special Secretary 
Explanatory Note 
(This is not a part of the amendment or rule but is intended to indicato 
the general purport). 

It has been brought to the notice of Government that the nominee of 
Kerala Congress Shri Eppen Jacob Ayaluparampil P. O. Ponkunnam in the 
Kanjirappally Taluk Land Assignment Committee has now ceased to be a 
member of the Kerala Congress . It has also been represented to 
Government hat Shri Sebastian Vadassery , Vadastery Veedu Munda 
kayam may be appointed as the nomince of Kerala Congress in the Land 
Assignment Committee, Kanjirapally Taluk in the place of the said 
Shri Eppen Jacob . 

The amendment is intended to achieve the above object . 


G. 449 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Water & Transport ( Irrigation) Department 

NOTIFICATIONS 


No. 5205/ IR1/78 / W & T . 


Dated , Trivandrum , 8th March 1978 . 


S.R.O.No. 258 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
clause ( 3) of section 2 of the Kerala Land Acquisition Act 1961 (Act 21 of 
1962 ) the Government of Kerala hereby appoint the Special Tahsildar for 
Land Acquisition , Kallada Irrigation Project No. IV , Adoor to perform the 
functions of a Collector under the said Act within the area shown below and 
under subsection (2 ) of section 3 of the said authorise him , his servants 
and workmen to exercise the powers conferred by the said subsecti n in 
respect of any land within his jurisdiction for the acquisition of wh ch a 
notification under subsection (1) of section 3 has been published. 


District 
Quilon 


Taluk 
Kunnathur 


Village 
1. Adoor 
2. Peringanadu 
3 . Erathu 
4 . Pallickal 
5. Kadampanadu 
6 Kunnathur 
7. Poruvazhy 
8 . Sasthamcottah 
9 . Sooranad North 
10. Sooranad South 
11. West Kallada 
All villages 
1. Nedumpana 

Munroe Island 
3. Adichanelloor 
All villages 
All villages 


Kottarakkara 
Quilon 


Alleppey 


Mavelikkara 
Karthikappally 


> 


G. 412 
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Explanatory Note 
( This docs not form part ofthe notification , but is intended to indicate 
the general purport). 

In G. O. Ms. No. 5 /78 / W & T dated 9-1-1978 Government have 
sanctioned one additional Land Acquisition Unit for the Kallada Irrigation 
Preject in order to achieve the target in Land Acquisition . The District 
Collector, Quilon in his proceedings No. El-2525/78 dated 19-1-1978 
appointed the Special Tahsildar (Land Acquisition ), Kallada Irrigation 
Project No. IV , Adoor to acquire the land for the Kallada Irrigation Project. 
The above notification is intended to enable the Special Tahildar to 
function as Collector ( ie . Land Acquisition Officer ) under the Kerala Land 
Acquis tion Act. 


II 


S. R. O. No. 25978.- In exercise of the powers conferred by the clause 
( 3) of section 2 of the Kerala Land Acquisition Act 1961 ( Act 21 of 1962 ) 
the Government of Kerela hereby appoint the Special Tahsildar for Land 
Acquisiton, Kallada Irrigation Project No. III Kalanjoor to perform the 
functions of a Collector under the said Act within the area shown below and 
under subscction (2 ) of section 3 of the said Act authorise him , his servants 
and workmen to exercise the powers conferred by the said subsection in 
respect of any land within his jurisdiction for the acquisition of which a 
notification under subsection (1) of section 3 has been published . 


Taluk 


District 
Quilon 


Pathanapuram 


Village 
1 . Edamon 
2 . Punalur 
3 Piravanthur 
4 . Pathanapuram 
5 . Pattazhi 
6. Karavalur 
7. Vilakudy 
8 . 

Thalavur 
9 . Pidavoor 
1. Koodal 
2. Enadimangalam 
3. Kodumon 
4. Angadickal 
5 . Ezhamkulam 
1. Konni 
2. Vallikode 
3. Pramadom 


Kunnathur 


2 


Pathanamthitta 


3 


Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notfication , but is intended to indicate 
the general purport) 

In G. O. Ms. No. 5 /78 / W & T dated 9-1-1978 , Government have 
accorded sanction for the continuance of the staff ofLand Acquisition Unit 
for Pamba Project at Pathanamthitta from 1-12-1977 to 9-1-1978 and for 
the conversion of the unit as one of the new land acquisition unit for the 
Kallada Irrigation Project, in order to achieve the target fixed for land 
acquisition of the Kallada Irrigation Projec!. The District Collector, 
Quilon in his Proceedings No. E1-2525 /78 dated 19-1-1978 ordered the 
conversion and posting of the Special Tahsildar (Land Acquisition ), Pamba 
Irrigation Project Unit Pathanamthitta as Special Tahsildar (Land 
Acpuisition ) Unit No. III, Kalanjoor, to acquire the lands for the 
Kallada Irrigation Project. The above notification is intended to onable 
the Special Tahsildar to function as Collector (ic. Land Acquisition Officer ) 
under the Kerala Land Acquisition Act. 


By order of the Governor, 
G , GOPALAKRISHNAN PILLAI, 

Secretary 
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GOVERNMENT OP KERALA 


Home (B ) Department 
NOTIFICATIONS 


I 
G. O. Ms. No. 22 /78 /Home. Dated , Trivandrum., 13th March 1978 . 

S. R. O. No. 260 78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by section 59 
of the Travancore-Cochin Prisons Act, 1950 ( 18 of 1950) and section 59 of 
the Prisons Act, 1894 ( Central Act 9 of 1894 ), the Governinent of Ker.la 
hereby make the following further amendments to the Kerala Prisons Rules , 
1958 published in the Kerala Gazette No. 6 dated the 9th February, 1960, 
namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said Rules in rule 340 under the heading “ C , C Class 
PRISONERS SCALE OF DIET PER HEAD PER DAY” for the 
words and figures " Butter Milk 225 ml." the words brackets and figures 
“ Curd ( Thayir ) 55 ml.” shall be substituted. 


II 


S.R.O. No. 261/ 78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
59 of the Travancore Cochin Prisons Act, 1950 ( 18 of 1950 ) and section 59 of 
the Prisons Act, 1894 ( Central Act 9 of 1894 ), the Government of Kerala hersby 
make the following further amendement to the Sub- Jail Rules, published in 
Part- I of the Kerala Gazette No. 5 dated the 31st January, 1961 
namely S 

AMENDMENT 
In the said Rules , in rule 93, under sub -heading " Diet scale per head 
per day of " C " class prisoner and undertrial prisoner" for the words and 
figures " Butter Milk 225 ml.” the words brackets and figures " Curd 
( Thayir ) 55 ml." shall be substituted. 


By order of the Governor , 

J. S. JESUDHASAN , 
Special Secretary. 

PT.O ] 
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Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the amendment but is intended to explain 
its purport). 

Butter Milk , the item existing in the scale of issue of dietary articles to 
C Class and Ordinary undertrial prisoners in the Jails, cannot be 
standardised to get market rate for settlement of contract for the supply of 
dietary articles to such prisoners. Instead market rate is obtained only for 
Curd / Th.yir. But in the existing Rules there are no provisions to issue 
Curd / Thayir . So the term " Butter Milk ” has to be replaced by “ Curd / 
Thayir" . Its quantity of issue has also to be prescribed . These amend 
ments are issued to achieve the above object. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (F ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G.O. (Rt.) 381/78 / L & H . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 9th March 1978 . 
S.R.O No. 262/78 .-- In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
29 of the Indian Boilers Act, 1923 (Central Act 5 of 1923) the Government 
of Kerala hereby make the following amendment to the Kerala 
Boiler Rules, 1967, the same having been previously published as 
required by section 31 of the said Act, namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said Rules -- 

in rule 6 , for the existing scales of fees the following shall be 
substituted: 

Rupees 
“ For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
not exceeding 10 

105 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 10 but not exceeding 30 

130 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 30 but not exceeding 50 

150 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 50 but not exceeding 70 

180 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 70 but not exceeding 90 

210 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 90 but not exceeding 110 

240 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 110 but not exceeding 200 

270 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 200 but not exceeding 400 

315 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 400 but not exceeding 600 

360 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 600 but not exceeding 800 

405 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 800 butnot exceeding 1000 

450 
G. 458 . 


N 


750 


Rupees 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 

exceeding 1000 but not exceeding 1200 540 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 

exceeding 1200 but not exceeding 1400 600 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 1400 but not exceeding 1600 

675 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 

exceeding 1600 but not exceeding 1800 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 1800 but not exceeding 2000 

825 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 2000 but not exceeding 2200 

900 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding 2200 but not exceeding 2400 

975 
For B -iler Heating sur ace in square metres 
exceeding 2400 but not exceeding 2600 

1050 
For Boiler Heating surface in square metres 
exceeding . 2600 but not exceeding 2800 

1125 
For Boiler Heating surſace in square metres 
exceeding 2800 but not exceeding 3000 

1200 
For Boiler Heating surface above 3000 for every 200 or part thereot 
an additional fee of Rs. 40 shall be charged ” . 

By order of the Governor, 

J. S. BADEAN , 

Secretary 
Explanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to explain its 
general purport ) 

Regulation 383 of the Indian Boiler 
amended by Government ofIndia to increase the Registration fees 

Regulations, 1950 is being 

of 
Boilers. On considering the above amendment Government have decided 
to increase the inspection fees of boilers provided in the State Rules. The 
notification above is to achieve this object. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Revenue (R ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


No. 82212/R2/77/RD . 

Dated , Trivandram , 9 March 1978 . 
S. R. O. No. 263/78. - The following draft of an amendment to the 
Jenmikaram Payment ( Abolition ) Rules, 1961, which the Government of 
Kerala proposes to make in exercise of the powers conferred by section 24 of 
the Jenmikaram Pavment (Abolition ) Act, 1960 (3 of 1961) , and in super 
session of Revenue Department Notification No. 31518 /N3171/RD dated 
the 26th September 1976 pub ished as S. R. O. No 1032/76 in Part I of 
the Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated the 12th October 1976 is hereby published 
fur general information , as required by subsection (3 ) of section 24 of the 
said Act. 

No:ice is hereby given that the draft will be taken up for consideration 
after one month from ihe date of publication of this notification . 

Objections or suggestions, if any, which may be received from any person 
with repect to the said draft before the date specified above will be consi 
dered by Government, Objection or suggestions shall be addressed to the 
Special Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Trivandrum . 


DRAFT AMENDMENT 
In the said rules, for rule 14 , the following rule shall be substituted , 
namely : 

. " 14 . When compensation is to he deposited under subsection (3 ) of 
section 13 , the amount payable in cash shall be deposited in savings bank 
account in the District Treasury of the District in which the holding is 
situate. Such avings bank account shall be exempt from the monetary 
limit of the annual deposit and balance at the credit of the account at any 
time. Where the whole or any part of the compensatio is paid in the form 
of Government bonds, the bonds issued shall be deposited for safe custody 
in the same District Treasury ." 


By order of the Governor, 

S. PADMAKUMAR, 
Special Secretary. 

[ P.T.a ] 


G , 442 
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Explanatory Note 
Section 5 of the Jenmikaram Payment ( Abolition ) Act, 1960 provides 
that compensation payable under section 4 may be paid either in cash or 
bonds or partly in cash and partly in bonds as may be prescribed . Sub 
section ( 3) of section 13 states that where the person entitled to receive 
compensation is a trust or endowment or a minor or a person suffering from 
some legal disability or a limited owner, the compensation may, notwith 
standing anything contained in any law , but subject to the general direction 
that the State Government may give , be deposited for and on behalf of the 
person with such authority or Bank as may be prescribed . Rule 14 would 
mean that both the cash portion and the bond portion may be deposited by 
opening an S. B. Account. It is found that the bond portion cannot be 
dr posited in the S. B. Account and it only be deposited 
for safe custody in the District Treas ıry in which the holding is 
situate. Hence rule 14 of the Jenmikaram Payment (Abolition ) Rules, 1961 
as it now stands does not convey the correct position . It has therefore 
been decided to amend Rule 14 of the Jenmikaram Payment (Abolition ) 
Rules, 1961 so as to provide that the amount paid in cash may be deposited 
in the S.B Accounts and the bonds issued in lieu of cash amount of 
compensation may be deposited for safe custody with the District Treasury 
in which the holding is situate . This notification is intended to achieve the 
above object. 


can 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing E ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G. O. Rt. No. 399 /78 /L & H. Dated , Trivandrum , 13th March 1978 . 

S. R. O. No. 264/78. - Whereas, theGvernment of Kerala are satisfied 
that public interest requires that all the establishments of Bata Shoc 
Company (Private) Ltd. situated in this state should be exempied from the 
provisions of subsection (1 ) of section 13 of the Kerala Shops and Commer 
cial Establishments Act 1960. 

Now , therefore in exercise of the powers conferred by section 5 of the 
Kerala Shops and Conum ercial Establishments Act, 1960 (34 of 1960) the 
Government of Kerala hereby exempt the said establishments for a period of 
one year from the 1st January 1978 to the 31st December , 1978 from the 
provisions of subsection (1) of section 13 of the said Act, subject to the 
following conditions, namely: 
(1) The employees shall be paid wages, for the holida s with wages, 

at their individual request; and 
(2 ) Those employees who are desirous of enjoying the bolidays with 
wages shall be granted such holidays due. 

By order of the Governor , 

J. S. BADHAN , 

Secretary 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
its general purport .) 

The Bata Shoe Company intends to pay salary in lieu of " Holiday 
with Wages " to the workers who apply for it . For this payment, the 
Company should obtain exemption from section 13 (1 ) of the Kerala Shops 
and Commercial Establishments Act, 1960. The exemption granted earlier 
for the year expired on 31-12-1977 . The Company has requested for 
exemption for another year. Government intends to grant the exemption in 
exercise of the powers conferred by section 5 of the Kerala Shops and 
Commercial Establishments Act, 1960. This notification is intended to 
achieve the above purpose . 


G.421 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Home (C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No.475 /78 /Home. 

Dated Trivandrum , 10th March 1978 . 
S.R.O. No. 265/78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (1) of section 11 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 ( Central 
Act 2 of 1974 ), the Government of Kerala, after consultation with the High 
Court of Kerala , hereby make the following amendment to the Notification - I 
issued under G.O. (MS) 57/74 Home dated the 1st April, 1974 and publi- hed 
in the Kerala Gazette Extraordinary No. 34 dated the 1st April, 1974 , 
namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the Schedule to the said Notification, under column (2 ) , in the entries 
relating to the entry " Tellicherry " under column (1) for item “ 2. Court of 
Additional Judicial Magistrate of the First Class and item “ 3. Court of 
JudicialMagistrate of the Second Class ” the following items shall respec 
tively be substituted, namely : 
« 2. Court of Additional Judicial Magistrate of the First Class I” 

and 
" 3. Court of Additional Judicial Magistrate of the First Class II " 

By order of the Governor, 

J. S. JESUDHASAN , 

Special Secretary . 
Esplanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification but is intended to give its general 
purport) . 

Consequent on the increase in the pendency of first class cases in the 
Chief Judicial Magistrate s Court and the Court of Additional Judicial 
Magistrate of the First Class, Tellicherry , it is necessary to upgrade the 
Court of Judicial Magistrate of the Second Class at that station into a First 
Class Court. It is also necessary to redesignate the existing Additional 
Judicial Magistrate of the First Class, Tellicherry and the Court upgraded 
The notification is intended to achieve the above objects. 


G. 420 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (E ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


No. 46110/E3/77 /L & H. 

Dated, Trivandrum , 13th March 1978 . 
S.R.O.No. 266 /78. - Whereas the Government of Kerala are 
satisfied that public interest requires that all the establishments situated 
in the All India Exhibition Grounds, Cannanore should be exempted from 
the provisions of sub -section (1) of ection 10 and sub -section (1) of section 
11 of the Kerala Shops and Commercial Establishments Act, 1960 during 
the period of exhibition ; 

Now , therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 5 of 
the Kerala Shops and Commercial Establishments Act, 1960 (34 of 1900 ) 
the Government ot Kerala hereby exempt all the establishments situated in 
the said Exhibition Gruunds from the provisions of sub -section (1) of 
section 10 and sub -section (1 ) of section 11 of the Act for a period of 
45 days with effect from 25-12-1977. 


By order of the Governor, 

J. S. BADHAN , 

Secreary . 


Explanatory Note 
( This docs not form part of the notification but is intended to 
indicate its general purport ). 

The Secretary , All India Exhibition Committee, Cannanore hasmade 
a request to exempt the stalls situated in the Exhibition Grounds from the 
p ovisions of the Kerala Shops and Commercial Establishments Act 1960 . 
Guvernment are satified that exemption is nece-sary in the interest of 
public . The notification is intended to serve this puipose . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Looal Administration and Social Welfare (J ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O. (MS) 54 /78 /LA & SWD . 

Dated , Tridandrum , 21st March 1978 . 
S.R.O.No. 267/78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a ) 
of subsection (i) of section 3 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 (32 of 1960 ) 
the Government of Kerala hereby alter the headquarters of the Thiruvan 
vandoor Panchayat in Alleppey District from alliaserry to 
" This uvanvandoors with effect from 1st day of April , 1978, after having been 
given he Panchayat a reasonable opportunity for showing cause against the 
proposal as required by the proviso to the said section . 

By order of the Governor , 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary. 


Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notificatirn but is intended to indicate 
its general purport). Requests have been received from public to alter the 
headquarters of the Thiruvanvandoor Panchayat from Kalliassery to 
Thiruvanvandoor. Government have examined the request and found that 
the request is reasonable. The notification is intended to achieve the 
purpose . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing ( B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. ) .No. 387/ 78/ L & H . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 10th March 1978 . 
S.R.O.No. 268/78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by subsection 
(1 ) of Section 5 of the Kerala Toddy Workers Welfare Fund Act, 1969 
( 22 of 1969) the Government ofKerala hereby make the fol wing amendment 
to the Toddy Workers Welfare Fund Scheme, 1969 issued under notification 
No. 26620/11/69/LSWD dated 29th December, 1969 and published in the 
Kerala Gazette Extra-ordinary No.10 dated the 1st January 1970, namely: 

AMENDMENT 
In the said scheme in sub para (3 ) of paragraph 72 for the words " five 
per cent" the words " six per cent" shall be substituted . 

By order of the Governor , 
J.S. BADHAN , 

Secretary. 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
its general purport.) 

The Kerala Toddy Workers Welfare Fund Board has requested 
Government to enhance the amount to be set apart as administration 
account from five per cent of the total contribution realised or expected to 
be realised each year. Government have examined the request and decided 
that the amountmay be enhanced to six per cent . The notification is 
intended to achieve the above object. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing ( A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G.O. (Rt.) No. 502/78 /L & H . Daud, Trivandrum , 27th March 1978 . 

S.R.O. No. 269/78. - Whereas the Government of Kerala are satisfied 
that public interest requires that the industry specified below , should be 
declared as a Public Utility Service for the purpose of the Industrial 
Disrutes Act, 1947 (Central Act 14 of 1947), in its application to the State 
of Kerala; 

Now , therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub clause (vi) 
of clause (n ) of section 2 of the said Act, the Government of Kerala hereby 
declare the industry specified below to be a Public Utility Service for the 
purpose of the said Act for a period of six months from 28-12-1977, namely: 

“ Any indu try in respect of the manufacture , marketing and distri 
bution of Petroleum Products " . 

By order of the Governor, 
J.S. BADHAN, 

Secretary 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification , but is intended to indicate 
its general purport. ) 

The Cochin Refineries Ltd. and the Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. 
have requested Government to de lare Industry in respect of manufacture, 
marketing and dis ribution of Petro eum Products ") as Public Utility 
Service und r the Industrial Disputes Act, 947. Government have di c ded 
to declare the above Industry as a Public U il ty Service for a p riod of six 
months from 28-12-1977. The notification is intended to achieve the above 
purpose. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Labour and Housing (F ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 41372/F2/77 /L & H . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 16th March 1978 . 
S. R. O. No. 270 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by 
subsection (5 ) of section 1 of the Employees State Insurance Act, 1948 
(Central Act 34 of 1948 ), the Government of Kerala, in consultation with the 
Employees State Insurance Corporation and with the approval of the 
Central Government, hereby give notice of their intention to extend the pro 
visions of the said Act to the classes of establishment specified in column (1 ) 
and in all the areas specified in column (2 ) in the Schedule annexed hereto 
on the expiry of six months from the date of publication of this notification . 


SCHEDULE 


Description of establishments 


Areas in which the establishments 

are situated 

( 2 ) 


Punnapra in Ambala 
puzha Taluk, Alleppey 
District . 


The following establishments whereon twenty 
or more persons are employed , or were emplo 
yed for wages on any day of the preceding twelve 
months namely : 

(i) Hotels; 
( ii) Restaurants; 
(ii) Shops ; 
( iv ) Road Motor Transport establishmeats; 
(v ) Cinemas including preview theatres; 
(vi) Newspaper establishments as defined 

in Section 2 (d ) of the Working Journa 
lists ( Conditions of Service and Miscella 

neous Provision ) Act, 1955 (45 of 1955 ) 
2. Any premises including the precincts there 
of whereon 10 or more persons but in any case 
less than twenty persons are employed or were 
employed for wages on any of the preceding 
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(1 ) 


( 2 ) 


1948 


twelve months, and in any part of which a 
manufacturing process is being carried on with 
the aid of power or is ordinarily so carried on but 
excluding a mine, subject to the operation of a 
Mines Act 1952 (Central Act 35 of 1952 ) or a 
railway running shed or an establishment which 
is exclusively engaged in any of the manufactur 
ig process specified in clause ( 2) of Section 2 of 
the. Ea ployees State Insurance Act, 
( Central Act 34 of 1948 ) . 

3. Any premises including precincts thereof 
whe con 20 or more persons are employed or 
were employed for wages on any day of the 
preceding twelve months and in any part of 
wbich a manufacturing process is being carried on 
without the aid of Lower or is ordinarily so 
carried on ; but excluding a mine subject to the 
operation of the Mines Act, 1952 ) or a railway 
running shed or an establishment which is exclu 
sively engaged in any of the manufacturirg pro 
cess specified in clause (12) of Section 2 the 
Employees State Insurance Act, 1948 (Central 
Act 34 of 1948) . 

By order of the Governor , 

J. S. BADHAN 

Secretary. 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification , but is intended to indicate 
its general purport). 

Government in consultation with the Employees State Insurance Cor . 
poration and with the approval of the Central Government propose 
exten 1 the provisions of the Employees State Insurance Act, 1948 to 
certain new categories classes of establishments in the areas as detailed in 
the notification wherein the Employees State Insurance Scheme has since 
been extended by the Central Goveroment under section 1 (3 ) of the Act. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public Works ( D ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 6621 /D1/78 /PW . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 21st February, 1978 . 
Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of article 258 
of the Constitution , the President has in Notification 2/4/63 Judl. II 
dated 3-5-1963 entrusted the Government of Kerala with their consent the 
functions of the Central Government, under the Kerala Land Acquisition 
Act, 1961, (Act 21 of 1962) in relation to the acquisition of lands for the 
purpose of the Union , in the Kerala State . 

And whereas it appears to the Government of Kerala that the lands speci 
fied in the schedule below is needed or is likely to be needed for a public pur 
pose, to wit for widening and strengthening of National Highway 47 from 
kms. 487/600 to 487/700. Notice to that effect is hereby given to all whom 
it may concern , in accordance with the provisions of section 3 (1) of the 
said Act. 

Under sub -section (4 ) of section 19 of the said the Govern 
ment direct that in view of the urgency of the case, the provisions of section 5 
of the Act shall not apply to this case. 

umow good comeJSM , 258--6 . Jaby " ( 1) -5 . 2010 dº mam judom ? 
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കേരളാസ്ഥലമെടുപ്പ് ആക്ററ് (1962 - ലെ 21 -ാം ആക്ററ്) പ്രകാരം കേരളാ 
സംസ്ഥാനത്തിന് കേന്ദ്രഗവൺമെൻറ് ആവശ്യത്തിലേക്ക് എടുക്കുവാൻ ഉദ്ദേ 
ശിക്കുന്നഭൂമിയെ സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്തോളം കേന്ദ്രഗവൺമെൻറിൻറ് പ്രവർത്തി 
കൾ ചെയ്യുവാൻ ഏൽപ്പിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നതിനാലും 

താഴെ പട്ടികയിൽ വിവരിക്കുന്നഭൂമി ഒരു പൊതുകാര്യത്തിന്, അതായത് 
നാഷണൽ ഹൈവേ 47- ൽ 487/600 കിലോമീറ്റർ മുതൽ 487| 70 0 കിലോ 
മീററർ വരെ വീതികൂട്ടുന്നതിനും ബലപ്പെടുത്തുന്നതിനും ആവശ്യമുണ്ടെന്നോ 
ആവശ്യമുണ്ടാകാനിടയുണ്ടെന്നോ കേരളാ ഗവൺമെൻറിന് തോന്നുന്നതിനാലും 
അതിനുളള അറിയിപ്പ് ടി ആക്ററ് 3 (1) എന്ന വകുപ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ 
അനുസരിച്ച്, അതുസംബന്ധിച്ച എല്ലാപേർക്കും . ഇതിനാൽ നോട്ടീസ് 
നൽകിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 

ടി ആക്ററ് 19 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 4 -ാം ഉപവകുപ്പ് പ്രകാരം ഉളള ഈ സംഗതി 
യുടെ അടിയന്തിര സ്ഥിതി പരിഗണിച്ച് ഇതിൽ ടി ആക്ററ് 5 -ാം വകു 
പ്പിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ ബാധകമല്ലെന്നും ഗവൺമെൻറ് നിർദ്ദേശിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നു . 

SCHEDULE 
District - Quilon . Taluk - Quilon . 

Village - Quilon . 
( The extent given is approximate) 
Sy. No. 

Extent 

Ares 
2/78/113 

02.00 


By order of the Governor, 

N. R. AUGUSTINE, 
Joint Secretary to Government. 
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7th Chaithra 1900 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Law (Legislation - A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


No. 4485 -Leg . ( A ) 2 /78 /Law . Dated, Trivandrum , 28th March , 1978 / 

7th Chaithra , 1900. 
The following Act of the Kerala State Legislature is hereby published 
for general information . The Bill as passed by the Legislative Assembly 
received the assent of the Governor on the 28th day of March , 1978 . 


By order of the Governor, 

K. VISWANATHAN NAIR , 
Additional Law Secretary. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY THS S.G.P. AT THE GOVFPNMENT PRESS, 

TRIVANDRUM , 1978 . 
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ACT 17 OF 1978 


THE KERALA APPROPRIATION (VOTE ON ACCOUNT ) 

ACT, 1978 


An Act to provide for the withdrawal of certain sums from and out of the 

Consolidated Fund of the State of Kerala for the services of a part 
of the financial year commencing on the first day of April , 1978 . 

Preamble . - WHEREAS it is necessary to provide for the withdrawal 
of certain sums from and out of the Consolidated Fund of the State of Kerala 
for the services of a part of the financial year commencing on the first day 
of April, 1978 ; 

Be it enacted in the Twenty-ninth Year of the Republic of India as 
follows: 


1. Short title. This Act may be called the Kerala Appropriation (Vote 
on Account) Act, 1978. 


2. Withdrawal of Rs. 307,84,11,100 from and out of the Consolidated Fund 
of the State of Kerala for the financialyear commencing on the first day of April , 1978. 
From and out of the Consolidated Fund of the State of Kerala there may be 
paid and applied sums not exceeding those specified in column (3 ) of the 
Schedule amounting in the aggregate to the sum of three hundred and seven 
crores, eighty -four lakhs, eleven thousand and one hundred rupees towards 
defraying the several charges which will come in course of payment during 
the financial year commencing on the first day of April, 1978, in respect of 
the services and purposes specified in column (2 ) of the Schedule . 

3. Appropriation . The sums authorised to be paid and applied from 
and out of the Consolidated Fund of the State ofKerala by this Act shall be 
appropriated for the services and purposes specified in the Schedule in 
relation to the said 


THE SCHEDULE 
( See sections 2 and 3 ) 


(1) 


( 2 ) 


(3 ) 


Sums not exceeding 


Services and purposes 


No. of 
Vote 


Voted by the 

Assembly 


Charged on the 
Consolidated 

Fund 


Total 


Revenue 


Rs. 
16,90,900 
1,35,52,300 


Rs. 

38,000 
29,18,600 


Rs. 
17,28,900 
1,64,70,900 


Revenue 


16,17,200 


Revenue 
Revenue 


1,34,35,800 

13,95,000 
1,09,45,800 


1,50,53,000 

13,95,000 
1,09,57,500 


Revenue 


11,700 


I State Legislature 
II Heads of States , Ministers and 

Headquarters Staff 
III Administration of Justice 
IV Elections 
V Agricultural Income Tax and 

Sales Tax 
VI Land Revenue 
VII Stamps and Registration fees 
VIII Excise 
IX Taxes on Vehicles 

Debt charges 
X Treasury and Accounts 


Revenue 


46,600 


Revenue 
Revenue 


2,74,37,500 

92,57,500 
63,16,000 
22,61,400 


2,74,84,100 

92,57,500 
63,21,000 

22,61,700 
15,25,45,600 

75,45,900 


5,000 

300 
15,25,45,600 


Revenue 
Revenue 


Revenue 


75,45,900 


( 2) 


( 3 ) 


Sums not exceeding 


No. of 
Vote 


Services and purposes 


Voted by the 
Assembly 


Charged on the 
Consolidated 

Fund 


Total 


Rs. 


Rs. 


Rs. 


XI District Administration and 

Miscellaneous 


Revenue 


1,09,84,200 


15,57,000 


1,25,41,200 


Revenue 


XII Police 
XIII Jails 
XIV Stationery and Printing and 

other administrative services 
XV Public Works 


Revenue 
Revenue 


7,12,95,700 

49,32,000 
1,20,50,100 


6,700 
3,300 


7,13,02,400 

49,35,300 
1,20,50,100 


XVI Pensions and Miscellaneous 
XVII Education , Art and Culture 


Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 


7,97,40,000 
2,70,03,400 
7,06,06,300 
55,34,99,100 

1,69,78,000 
11,98,37,300 

26,94,700 
1,80,81,300 

5,44,600 


1,86,700 
1,34,000 
19,68,100 
4,08,400 

300 
4,100 
33,300 


7,99,26,700 
2,71,37,400 
7,25,74,400 
55,39,07,500 

1,69,78,300 
11,98,41,400 

27,28,000 
1,80,81,300 

5,44,600 


XVIII Medical 


XIX Family Planning 


Revenue 


XX Public Health 
XXI Public Health Engineering 


Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 


1,700 
2,16,600 
33,400 
33,300 


XXII Housing 


XXIII 


Urban Development 


1,56,86,600 
3,22,56,500 
3,27,67,500 
1,01,28,400 

71,50,000 
36,36,400 

2,33,400 
11,07,700 
1,05,69,500 

4,33,300 
5,83,11,000 
24,50,100 
20,00,000 


1,56,86,600 
3,22,58,200 
3,29,84,100 
1,01,61,800 

71,83,300 
36,36,400 

2,33,400 
11,07,700 
1,05,69,800 

4,33,300 
5,83,48,300 

24,50,100 
20,00,000 


XXIV Information and Publicity 
XXV Labour and Employment 


300 


Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 


37,300 


ол 


XXVI Social Welfare including 

Harijan Welfare 
XXVII Famine 


Revenue 


XXVIII Co -operation 


3,300 


Revenue 
Capital 


1,02,15,400 
2,64,62,600 


1,02,18,700 
2,64,62,600 


300 


XXIX Miscellaneous Economic 

Services 


Revenue 
Capital 


4,85,79,500 

35,49,700 


4,85,79,800 

35,49,700 


XXX Agriculture 


Revenue 
Capital 


33,400 
50,300 


7,70,10,800 
2,46,36,500 

46,75,400 
1,14,04,600 


7,70,44,200 
2,46,86,800 

47,05,400 
1,14,07,900 


XXXI Food 


Revenue 
Capital 


30,000 
3,300 


( 1) 


(2 ) 


(3 ) 


No. of Vote 


Services and purposes 


Voted by the 
Assembly 


Sumsnot exceeding 
Charged on the 
Consolidated 

Fund 


Total 


Rs. 


Rs. 


XXXII . Animal Husbandry 


3,300 


XXXIII Dairy 


XXXIV Fisheries 


5,000 


XXXV Forest 


2,400 

300 


Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 
Revenue 
Capital 


XXXVI Community Development 


2,03,51,900 

18,50,000 
24,38,200 
16,87,800 
95,55,100 

35,83,900 
2,85,89,200 

38,66,300 
3,90,98,000 

2,10,000 
1,85,47,000 
4,44,28,400 
3,49,72,900 
13,50,95,600 

1,79,00,000 
3,94,33,300 


Rs. 
2,03,55,200 

18,50,000 
24,38,200 
16,87,800 
95,60,100 

35,83,900 
2,85,91,600 

38,66,600 
3,90,98,300 

2,10,000 
1,85,47,100 
4,44,61,700 
3,49,73,600 
13,51,64,900 

1,79,00,000 
3,94,33,300 


300 


XXXVII Industries 


XXXVIII Irrigation 


100 
33,300 

700 
69,300 


XXXIX Power 


33,300 


XL Ports 

Revenue 

Capital 
XLI Transport 

Revenue 

Capital 
XLII Tourism 

Revenue 

Capital 
XLIII Compensation and Assignments Revenue 

Public DebtRepayment Capital 
XLIV Contingency Fund 
XLV Miscellaneous Loans and Advances Capital 


23,06,100 
1,59,58,300 

28,95,300 
85,33,300 
25,57,700 

7,83,400 
26,66,700 


23,06,100 
1,59,91,600 

28,95,300 
85,33,300 
25,57,700 

7,83,400 

26,66,700 
99,62,36,600 


99,62,36,600 


.. 


1,74,40,300 


1,74,40,300 


Total 


1,92,00,98,400 1,15,83,12,700 


3,07,84,11,100 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 


Nirvachan Sadan , 
Ashok Road , New Delhi- 1, 
Dated 15th December 1977/ 
Agrahayana 24 , 1899 (Saka ) . 


NOTIFICATION 


No. 82 /KL-HP/9 /77. - In pursuance of section 106 of the Representa 
tion of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commission hereby 
publishes the judgment of the High Court of Kerala at Ernakulan 
dated 4th November, 1977 in Election Petition No. 9 of 1977 . 


In the High Court of Kerala at Ernakulam 

Present: 
The Honourable Mr. Justice N. D. P. Namboodiripad 
Friday, the 4th November , 1977 /13th Karthika, 1899 

E. P. No. 9 of 1977 
Petitioner : 

M. Ramanna Rai, Advocate, Kasaragode. 
By Advocates M /s. K. Sudhakaran and L. Gopalakrishnan 

Poti . 
Respondents - 

Ramachandran Kadannapalli alias Kadannapalli 
Ramachandran M. P. Lok Sabha, New Delhi. 
By 

Advocates M /s . C. K. Sivasankara Panicker , 
M. Ramachandran A. C. Jose and U. K. Ramakrishnan 


This Election Petition having been heard on 31-10-1977 in the presence 
of M /s K. Sudhakaran and L. Gopalakrishnan Poti Advocates for the 
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petitioner and of M /s C. K. Sivasankara Panicker, M. Ramachandran , 
A. C. Jose and U. K. Ramakrisbnan Advocates for the Respondent the 
Court on 4-11-1977 delivered the following : 


JUDGMENT 


The petitioner and the respondent were the duly nominated candidates, 
who contested from the Kasaragod Parliamentary constituency in the 
general elections held on the 19th March 1977, to the Lok Sabha 
According to the official announcement the petitioner obtained 2 , 22 , 263 
votes , while the respondent secured 2 , 27, 305 - yotes . 13, 628 votes were 
declared invalid . According t) the petitioner the election of the respondent 
is liable to be set aside due to the various corrupt practices set out in the 
petition 

2 . One C. L. Mahin , who is the Government Pleader and Additional 
Public Prosecutor in the Subordinate Judge s Court and the Munsiff s 
Court, Kasaragod , functioned as the Chairman of the respondent s election 
committee and he was the Chief Election Agent of the Kasaragod Assembly 
Constituency , which was one of the assembly constituencies in the 
Parliament Constituency of Kasaragod . The respondent s party was 
styled as " Ange gojmom " (United Front) and the petitioner s party as 
“ ( moJoºnnojmom ?” (Opposition Front). Sri c . L. Mahin issued 
notices as chairman of the United Front, Kasaragod with the consent of the 
respondent. Annexure 1 is alleged to be one such notice . M.susing his 
position as Government Pleader and a party member of the United Front, 
the aforesaid Sri Mahin procurer for the respondent the assistance of the 
Circle Inspector of Police and the Sub Inspector of Police, Kasaragod for 
furthering prospects of the respondent s election . The modus operandi at the 
canvassing was that when Mr Mahin entered the house of an elector , the 
Circle Inspector of Police accompanied him up to the doorsteps and posted 
himself outside suggesting to the voters that the Circle Inspector has 
accompanied Sri Mahin That method was pursued in several places 
especially in Amey and Nullipadi in the 16th and 17th of March , 1977 . 
Sri Mahin threatened the people that he will use his influence to invoke 
COFEPOSA ana MISA against those who did not work and vote for the 
respondent. With that threat Mabin caused the resignation of certain 
members of the committee formed for the petitioner . Sri K. Suresh , 
Nullipadi is on who was so threatened by the said Mahin accompanied by 
the Circle Inspector . A seminar was conducted at the instance of the 
Minister fir Harij in Welfare. The respondent insisted that he should be 
the president of the public meeting conducted under the auspices of the 
Harljan Welfare Department and the peritioner should not be allowed to 
participate in the meetinys In the meer ings several executive officers like 
the Chief Publicity Oil cer, Harijan Welfare, Trichur, the Assistant 
Educational Officer Kasaragod, the Taluk Welfare It spector, Kasaragod , the 
District Welfare Officer, Cannanor , the Assistant Collector, Kasaragod, the 
Deputy Police Superintendent, Kasaragod, etc. were the speakers. All the 
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members of the scheduled caste and scheduled tribes in the aforesaid 
parliament constituency were invited offering them Rs. 6 for attending the 
function While the respondent was occupying the chair the various 
gazetted officers of the Harijan Welfare Department and the Police Depart. 
ments sat with him in the platform . The entire arrangement of the meeting 
was to canvass votes for the respndent . The Chief Public Relations 
Officer Harijan Welfare, Trichur, the Taluk Welfare Inspector, Kasaragod 
and the District Welfare Officer, Cannanore, spoke on behalf of the Depart 
ment and asked the members of the scheduled caste and scheduled tribes to 
support the party of Smt. Indira Gandhi. The officers of the Harijan Wəlfare 
Department made various promises and thr ats in the matter of voting . 
The gazetted officers and other officers , who sat with the respondent on the 
dais were the authorities for allotting grants, domestic animals, agricultural 
im lements, etc. to the members of the scheduled caste and tribes . They 
openly canvassed votes for the respondent. A notice marked 
Annexure (2) was printed and published . One Lakshminarayana Rao, 
Health Inspector, Municipal Council , Kasaragod , who was transferred to 
the Calicut Corporation for proved misconduct was re- transferred to the 
Kasaragod Muniipality at the instance of the respondent. The procedure 
followed in that respect is set out in sub -paragraph (c) of the petition . 
One Dr. A. M.Naik , Government Medical Officer, Kumbla , was persuaded 
to take leave from Kumbla by the respondent as the said 
officer has great influence in his native place, viz., Adoor . The purpose 
was to secure the assistance of that officer . The respondent promised the 
Jumayat Committee of the mosque to obtain electric connection to the 
mosque on priority basis . The respondent caused such avour to be shown 
to the mosque and the thanks expressed by the mosque at the prayer meet 
ing on 18-3-1977 is extracted in sub -paragraph (E ) of the petition . The 
GovernmentRural Dispensary at Chattanchal was being run in a building 
belonging to one T. K. Abdulkhader . Since the respondent wanted that 
building he caused the removal of that hospital to an incon plete building 
by influencing the District Collector and the District Medical Officer . The 
District Collector Cannanore , presided over the meeting in which the 
opening of the dispensary in the new incomplete building was inaugurated 
by the Minister Shri Balakrishnan . The Taluk Committee of the Indian 
Muslim League, Kasaragod , issued a letter to all mosques . It was a 
deliberate attempt to promote enmity and hatred between the citizens of 
India dividing them as Muslimsand non -Muslims. The petitioner and his 
associates were represented as enemies of Muslims. The petitioner challenges 
the results of the election on the ground of the irregularities in the matter of 
counting of votes. The counting agents of the petitioner did not get 
sufficient opportunity to verify the counting of each officer . The majority 
of the officers, who conducted the counting are members of the Joint 
Council , an organisation which openly supports the United Front in 
Kerala . Some of the active members of the Congress Party were counting 
officers. There was wide disparity between the number of val id votes 
polled in the various assembly constituencies and the number of votes in the 
parliament constituency . There was confusion on account of over-crowding 
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and disturbances due to the lack of space where the counting was done . 
Ballot papers for the parliament constituency were printed in private 
presses . In some of the places even before the date of polling ballot papers 
were found and the irregularity was brought to the notice of the Election 
Commission . The agents of the petitioner were not allowed to accompany 
the ballot boxes . The counting authorities violated the provisions of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (for brevity the Act ) and the Rules 
thereunder . The presiding officer at Bekala Polling Station himself put the 
seal on several ballot papers . Two of such instances were found out and 
the 

party workers belonging to both the candidates demanded a re-poll . 
It was discovered during the counting that the ballot papers used for 
recording votes for Lok Sabha differed in material and colour . The prayer 
in the petition is to declare the election the respondent as void on the 
ground of corrupt practices committed and that the results of the election 
have been materially and substantially affected by the corrupt practices 
committed by the agents interested or connected with the respondent and 
also for the non -compliance of the provisions of the Act. 

3. The respondent filed a detailed written statement traversing 
the allegations made by the petitioner . The petition was not properly 
presented and is liable to be dismissed on that ground . The petition was 
not filed within the time prescribed under section 81 of the Act . In view 
of Article 103 of the Constitution the High Court has no jurisdiction to 
entertain this petition because the election is sought to be set aside on the 
ground of corrupt practices as well. In view of the enactment of Artieles 
102 and 103 of the Constitution of India , the provisions of Sections 98, 99 
and 100 of the Act are no longer law in force and they were repealed by the 
Articles 102 and 103 of the Constitution . In any events sections 98, 99 and 
100 of the Act are ultra vires of Articles 102 and 103 of the Constitution . 
In view of Articles 131 (A ) and 228 (A ) of the Constitution this court has 
no jurisdiction to consider the constitutional validity of sections 98 , 99 and 
100 of the Act . The respondent secured 2,27,305 votes, while the number 
of votes polled in favour ofthe petitioner was 2,22,263. 13,307 ballot 
papers were rejected as invalid . The corrupt practices alleged in the 
petition are denied . 

Shri C. L. Mahin is not in the service of the Govern 
ment and he does not come in any of the categories of the Government 
servants enumerated in clauses (a ) to (g ) of section 123(7 ) of the Act . It 
is true that Shri Mahin is a member of the Kerala Pradesh Congress 
Committee and he was the Additional Government Pleader and Additional 
Public Prosecutor, Kasaragod with effect from 1-12-1976 . As a Government 
Pleader he is not paid any salary or retainer by the Government, but only 
the prescribed fee for cases in which he is engaged by the Government is 
paid . Shri Mabin was at no time the chairman of the respo adent s election 
committee. The respondent did not procure or obtain the assistance of 
Sri Mahin . The Chairman of the Election Committee was Sri . I. Rama Rai, 
Vice Pre-ident of the District Congress Committee . Annexure (1 ) was not 
published with the consent of the respondent. Sri Mahin did not procure 
the assistance of the Circle Inspector of Police, Kasaragod and the 
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SubInspector of Police, Kasaragod frfurthering the prospects of the respond 
cat s election . Toe respondent, at any rate, had no koowledge regarding 
the conduct of Shri Mahin . The police officers did not accompany 
Sri Mahin when the latter went for election canvassing. The respondent 
has not given his consent to Sri Mahin for any canvassing. Shri Mahin has 
not threatened any person to work for the respondent. The objections 
raised on the basis of Sri Mahin s interference in the election have no basis 
at all . The allegations in paragraph 3 (a ) of the election petition are vague 
in general. Sri Mahin did not work for the respondent with the knowledge 
and consent of the respondent. The alleged threat of Shri K. Suresh , 
Nullippadi by Shri Mahin is denied . Neither the respondent nor his agent 
or any other person with his consent had obtained or procured any 
assistance from Sri Mahin . The averments in paragraph 3 ( B ) of the 
petition are denied. The respondenthas no connection in the organisation 
and conduct of the seminars alleged in the petition . The respondent was 
requested to preside over the public meeting held on the Harijan Day before 
he filed his nomination paper. The respondent remained there only for a 
few minutes. The respondent has no information or knowledge whether 
Rs. 6 was paid to each participant. The respondent and his agents never 
attempted to procure the assistance of the Government officials . The 
respondent did not preside over the meeting . There was no offer of any 
gift or other illegal gratification to any per.on for casting votes in favour of 
the respondent. The respondent does not at all know Sri Lakshminarayana 
Rao, Health Inspector, Kasaragod , and the respondent is not aware of the 
transfer of Sri Rao. The respondent has no co inection with Sri Rao . The 
respondent has nothing to do with the transfer of Shri Lakshminarayana 
Rao. The respondent has never given his consent to Shri Rao to canvass 
votes in favour of the respondent. The respondent had never even heard 
of Mr. Lakshminarayana Rao before the election . The respondent does not 
know Dr. A. M.Nayak referred to in paragraph 3 (d ) of the petition . 
Dr. Nayak did not canvass any voies for the respondent. The respondent 
had not promised the Jumayath Committee of the mosque at Arikkad ! 
Village to obtain any electric connection for the mosque. The respondent 
did not influence the Hon ble Minister for Electricity to sanction the electric 
connection to the mosque at Arikkadi Village. The respondent is not aware 
of the meeting held on 18-3-1977. The respondent has not attended the 
inauguration of the rural dispensary at Chattanchal. The respondent has 
no knowledge , nor did he give his consent to the publication of the notice 
alleged to have been published by the Taluk Muslim League Committee. 
In any event, the said notice does not amount to any undue influence. 
There was no request to voters to vote on the basis of religion , caste, or 
community. There was no reading of any letter in the mosque as set out in 
paragraph (G ) of the petitio:1. The counting ofvotes was done in accordance 
with law . The averments in paragraph 4 of the petition are vague and 
hypothetical. All facilities were given to the election agents of the contes 
ing candidates. The statements contained in paragraphs 5 to 9 of the 
petition are vague and untrue . The rules relating to the printing of ballot 
papers were complied with . The rules regarding the safe custody of the 
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ballot papers were also complied with . The ballot boxes in all the polling 
booths were duly sealed. The petition is not in compliance with Rule 94A 
of the Rules The petitioner is not entitled to any reliefs. 

4. After discussing with both sides the following issues were framed : 
1. Is the petition maintainable in view of the reasons stated in the 

written statement of the respondent? 
2 . Whether the election of the respondent is vitiated by corrupt 

practices as alleged in the petition ? 
3. Regarding reliefs and costs. 
5. Issue No.1.- The maintainability of the petition is challenged by 
the respondent on the ground that in view of the enactment of Articles 102 
and 103 of the Constitution of India the provisions of sections 98 , 99 and 
100 of the Act is no longer in force and they were repealed by Articles 102 
and 103. This question has been considered by me in the decision reported 
in Jaffar Khan v . Musthaffa ( 1977 K. L. T. 602) wherein I have held that 
this Court has jurisdiction to try the election petition . Hence I find that 
the petition is maintainable. 

6 . Issue No. 2.- The petitioner gave evidence as P. W. 17 in sup 
port of the allegations made in the petition regarding the corrupt practices 
alleged to have been committed by the respondent in the election . P.W.17 
deposed as follows : " Q By Court" om corrupt practice- rob ngomaleido 
Personal Blow 15075000? Ans . " C. L. Mahin - 2 . n90700W 257 
ഒരേ ജീപ്പിൽ സഞ്ചരിക്കുന്നത് നേരിൽ കണ്ടിട്ടുണ്ട്. ബാക്കിയുളളതിനെപ്പററി 
@mdo direct knowledge on ." Consequently, the question arising for 
decision is whether the other evidence available in the case establishes the 
corrupt practices set out in the petition . 

7. The different items of corrupt practice relied on by the petitioner 
may be considered independently. 

(a ) One group of allegations relates to the conduct of one 
C. L. Mahin , who was at the relevant period the Additional Government 
Pleader and Additional Public Prosecutor at Kasaragod . He was examined 
as P. W.9 . One ground alleged against P.W. 9 is the publication of 
Ext. P7, a leaflet containing an appeal to the electorate for casting their 
votes in favour of the respundent to the Parliament and one Ibrahim con 
testing from the concerned Assembly Constituency. P. W. 8 was examined 
to prove that Ext. P7 was printed and published by P. W. 9. He admitted 
that Ext. 27 was printed and published by him as the Chairman of 
Election Committee of the United Front, which consisted of the political 
parties Congress, Muslim League , P. S.P., and C. P. I. P. W. 9 also 
ad nitted that he spoke in support of the Congress candidates in two or three 
meetings. The allegation regarding the participation of P. W. 9 in the 
election campaign of the respondent is made in such a way as to suggest 
that a corrupt practice within the meaning of section 123 ( 7 ) of the Act has 
been committed . P. W. 9 does not come in ary one of the category of 
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olficers mentioned in section 123 (7 ) . P. W. 9 is not paid any retainer and 
he gets only the remuneration at scheduled rate for the particular case he is 
asked to conduct on behalf of the Government. The petitioner also does 
not seriously canvass for the petition that P. W. 9 is an officer of the 
government for the purpose of section 123 (7) of the Act. The particular 
argument advanced before me in this respect is that since P.W.9 was 
holding a responsible position as Additional Govern ,nent Pleader and 
Additional Public Prosecutor he was in a position to influence the voters 
through police officers and it is to highlight this aspect that a second alle 
gation is made as against P.W.9 . It is averred in the petition that P.W.9 
canvassed votes with the assistance of police officers. The practice was to 
go in a jeep with the Circle Inspector and Sub Inspector if Kasargod 10 
the house of a voter . The police officers will just wait on the road , while 
P.W 9 would go to the house of the voter and threaten the voters there, 
with dire consequences if they do not vote for the respondent. He would 
simultaniously point out the presence of the police officers who are standing 
outs de. It is also the case of the petitioner that certain workers of the 
petitioner were similarly threatened by P.W.9 . To prove this part of the 
petitioner s case P. W. 6 was examined . P. W. 6 deposed that on 
17-3-1977 . at about 8 p.w. P. W. 9 came to the house of this witness 
with the Circle Inspector and Sub Inspector. P. W. 9 pointing out the 
police officers threatened P. W 6 with detention under MISA if he worked 
for the petitioner in this case. P.W. 6 is employed as a clerk in the 
Building Co-operative Society of Kasaragod . The president of 
that society is the petitioner in this case . P.W. 6 admitted that he was 
working for the petitioner publicly and that the workers of the Congress 
party were aware of it. Since P.W. 6 was a worker of the petitioner it is 
not easy to accept his testimony. If P.W. 6 was working for the petitioner 
publicly and if he was to be prevented from participating in any election 
campaign on behalf of the petitioner then certainly the respondent could have 
taken steps sufficiently early to silence P. W. 6 . The polling was on 
19-3-1977. According to P : W.6, P.W. 9 came to his residence at about 
7.00 or 8.00 p . m . on 17-3-1977 . Apparently there cannot be any public 
canvassing on the 18th . I am not prepared to accept the evidence of 
P.W. 6 for holding that P.W. 9 travelled with the police officers for canvas 
sing votes on behalf of the respondent. P. W. 9 emphatically denied the 
incident spoken to by P.W. 6. I find no reason to disbelieve this evidence 
in that respect. P.W. 17 has no personal knowledge regarding this matter 
and barring the evidence of P.W. 6 there is no other acceptable evidence to 
prove the allegation . 

The publicat of Ext. P7 by P. W.9 or his participation in the 
election compaign of the respondent do not by themselves constitute any 
corrupt practice. No doubt, it is admitted by the respondent as R. W. i 
that he has travelled with P.W.9 two or thi ee occasions. But R. W. 1 
deposed that P.W. 9 was the president of the election committee of the 
assembly constituency and not ofthe parliamentary constituency, for which 
the respondent had a separate election committee headed by his chief 
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election agent one Ram Rai. The argument advanced by the petitioner is 
that because of the official position held by P.W. 9 he was in a position to 
influence the police authorities, and therefore, that probability must be 
taken into consideration in evaluating the evidence of P. W. 6 . 

I do not 
find any material to support the inference that because P. W. 9 was an 
Additional Government Pleader the police iauthorities were at his beck and 
call. It shall not be forgotten that the allegation regarding corrupt practice 
is very similar to a criminal charge , and decision cannot be rendered upon 
surmises and suppositions unsupported by acceptable evidence either direct 
or circumstantial . 

(b ) Another item of corrupt practice alleged is regarding a Seminar 
conducted at a place called Delampadi. The allegation is that the instance 
of the respondent the Hon ble Minister for Harijan Welfare allotted funds to 
conduct a seminar and Harijan Welfare Day under the auspices of the 
Harijan Weliare Department. That Minister also belongs to the Congress 
Party , of which he respondent is a member. All the members of the 
scheduled castes and scheduled tribes in the parliamentary constituency of 
Kasaragod were invited to the seminar held on 27-2-1977 and each of them 
was paid Rs. 6. Thc Harijan Welfare Department clearly made it known 
to these persons that if they fail to attend this seminar benefits extended to 
them will be withdrawn. Ext. P2 notice was printed and published . The 
allegations are attempted to be proved by the evidence of P. Ws. 1 and 13 
to 16 . 

P.W. I is the Special Inspector of Koragan Welfare . Ex . Pl is the 
copy of a letter addressed to the Hon ble Minister for Harijan Welfare by 
the President and Secretary of an Association called Delampadi Deseeya 
Karshaka Thozhilali Federation . It is dated 8th June 1977, Ext. Vi 
contains a reference to the seminar held on 27-2-1977 and also the receipt of 
Rs. 2,000 from the Government to meet the expenses of the seminar . P.W.1 
deposed that Annexure 2 of the petition is the notice of that seminar, tlat 
about Rs. 2,000 was spent by the Government in connection with the 
seminar and that the delegates of the scheduled caste members who attended 
were each paid travelling allowance at the rate of Rs. 6. The seminar was 
conducted at the instance of one " J9001A000 N.Omman7" . The 
petitioner also is a member of that Samithi and P.W. 1 deposed that there 
was a similar seminar in 1976 and another seminar after the election March 
1977. The fact that a seminar was conducted on 27-2-1977 , that expenses 
were met by the Government and that the delegates were paid T.A. at the 
rate of Rs. 6 are not challenged by the respondent. But the question is 
whether the respondent had anything to do with the seminar. The evidence 
ofR.W. I does not throw any light on that aspect. 

P.W.13 is the President of the Delampadi Panchayat. He deposed that 
he was usually invited for similar seminars, and for the seminar on 27-2-1971 
he was not invited. The names of the speakers shown in Ext. 22 notice were 
read out to him , and he deposed that except two persons who are not known to 
him the others are Congress members. The suggestion put to this witness 
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പൗരാവകാശ 


is that since most of the speakers were congressmen the seminar was practi 
cally a propaganda meeting of the Congress party . P. W. 13 did not 
participate in theseminar, and cons :quently, he cannot throw much light on 
that aspect. That apart, he admitted that the seminar was conducted at 
the instance of the " Muchosº 

m.cammual07" . 
He further admitted that he is a member of the Muslim League (Opposition ) 
party which was working for the petitioner in the last election . Thus the 
evidence of P. W. 13 does not advance the case of the petitioner. 

P. W. 14 is alleged to have attended the seminar. He deposed that 
Shri P. K. Thuppran , the Taluk Welfare Inspector, Kasarag d , canvassed 
people t ) vote for the Congress. He stated that he was repeating the words 
spoken to by the Welfare Inspector. He admitted that there were other 
speakers in the seminar, but he does not remember any portion of their speeches. 
He was asked whether hewas involved in a criminal case. Initially he denied 
it. But when the matter was further pursued in the cross-examination he 
admitted that in a criminal case taken against one Shashappan Govindan he 
was also detained in the lock -up for 16 days. He admitted that he was 
implicated in an arson case. I am not prepared to place any reliance on 
the evidence of this witness . 

PW . 15 deposed that he participated in the seminar held in pursuance 
of Ext. P2 notice. He deposed that to each delegatean amount of Rs. 6 was 
paid and thatwhen the amount was paid the Welfare Inspector told the 
concerned recepients to vote for the Congress. According to him the dele 
gates were paid in the panthal where the meeting was held and there were 
about 100 persons to receive the amount. P. W. 15 would go to the extent 
of saying that the Welfare Inspector told everyone of them to vote for the 
Congres. If the version of P. W 15 is to be believed it would mean that in 
a public meeting held in the pantbal and where seerval people were present 
the Welfare Inspector openly canvassed votes for the Congress party. It is 
not easy to believe that version , and I have no hesitation in rejecting his 
testimony. 

P. W 16 is yet another person who is alleged to have attended the 
seminar. He deposed that the respondent in this case presided over the 
meeting A leading question was asked to him whether anything was men 
tioned about the votes, and he answered in the affirmative . According to 
him votes were canvassed on the representation that the Congress is working 
for the uplift of the Harijans and Girijans He deposed that the respondent 
spoke for 10 or 15 minutes at about 6.15 p . m ., and then left the place. The 
witness also is alleged to have left the place immediately . In cross- exami 
nation it was suggested to him whether he was not a polling agent of the 
petitioner. But P. W 16 denied. To me he appeared to be a hired wit 
ness and his ver: ion regarding the canvassing of votes for the Congress etc., 
cannot be believed . 

As reference to earlier it is true that a seminar was conducted on 
27-2-1977. Ext. P2, the notice regarding the seminar show that the 
seminar was conducted under the auspices of the “കാസർകോട് പൗരാവകാശ 
Moodnom malm7” . P.W. I deposed that the petitioner inthis case also 
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is a member of that Samithi. Ext. P2 shows that there were a number of 
speakers. The only link to connect the respondent with that function is that 
he was the chairman of the public meeting to be held at +.15 p . m- The 
inuaguration was to be done by Sri N. K. Balakrishnan, the Health Minister 
The names of 10 speakers are given . It is rather difficult to acecpt the case 
of the petitioner that the seminar was a pre -conceived plan of the ruling 
parties for carrying on the election propaganda in their favour. P. W. 17 , 
the petitioner deposed that he saw Ext. P2 earlier and that the details of the 
seminar were spoken to him by one Krishnan , a member of the Marxist Party . 
Ext. P2 is dated 18-2-1977 . The date for filing the nomination papers for 
the election was on the previous day. The decision to convene the seminar 
must necessarily have been taken before the matter covered by Ext. P2 
notice was given to the press for printing . There is no evidence 
it the case to show , as to when exactly the decision was taken . But 
it is abundantly clear from the evidence of P. W l as well as the contents 
ofExt. P2 that the seminar was conducted under the auspices of the 
" AJDOO M.Donm07" , of which the petitioner also is a member . 
Though the petitioner has got a complaint that he was not specially invited 
for the seminar, if he had any apprehension regard the nature of the 
seminar he would have certainly gone for the seminar because teing a 
member of this samithi no special invitation is required for him . The cir . 
cumstancesmay perhaps suggest that the petitionerhad do suspicion regarding 
the nature of the seminar at the timewhen Ext. P2 was printed and published . 
The gegeral meeting of the seminar was to be presided over by the respon 
dent. R. W. 1 deposed that because he was late the meeting was presided 
by some officer and that he spoke only for about five minutes and left the 
place. It is admitted by him that he revealed to the people there that he was 
a candidate for the parliamentary constituency and that he was seeking their 
assistance. From this sole circumstance it cannot be inferre i that the entire 
seminar was a preconceived plan of the ruling parties . The allegation made 
in the petition is as follows. " At the instance of the respondent the Hon ble 
Minister for Harijan Welfare, who is also a member of the Congress allotted 
funds to conduct a seminar and Harijan Day under the auspices of the Hari 
jan Welfare Department (200lem "Covoado melojou roro (08) ” . 
There is no eyidence worth name to substantiate this contention aod as 
already referred to , the evidence available is to the effect that the entire 
seminar was arranged by the J9000 AOLO modnom mom " . From 
the evidence of P. W. l it is further clear that this was not an isolated semi 
nar and that a committee of the aforesaid association determined to hold 
three seminars and that the third seminar was, as a matter of fact, conducted 
after the election. The mere fact that the respondent canvassed votes in his 
own favour in that meeting does not mean that the officers who attended the 
meeting and who were responsible for conducting the seminar offered their 
services to the respondent in furtherance of his election for the purpose of 
section 123 of the Act. Again , the nere suggestion of the petitioner that 
most of the speakers whose names are seen printed in Ext. Þ2 belonged to 
the congress Party cannot lead to the cor clusion that the seminar was a pre 
arranged matter for the purpose of furthering the interests of the respondent 
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With the evidence now on record I am unable to hold that the petitioner has 
succeeded in proving this allegation . 

(c ) It is alleged by the petitioner that one Lakshminarayana Rao , 
who was the Health Inspector of Kasaragod was transferred to calicut Core 
poration , and at the instance of the respondent that Health Inspector was 
retransferred to Kasaragod on 27-2-1977 against rules. The further allega 
tion is that retransfer was for the purpose ofusing the influence of that Health 
Inspector to canvass votes for the respondent. P. W. 17 has produced 
certain records to show that the concerned officer was transferred from 
Kasaragod for misconduct. It is also proved that the said officer was 
retransferred to Kasaragod on 25-2-1977. But that by itself does not a dvance 
the case of the petitioner. The case put forward by the petitioner is that 
the Health Inspecior threatened merchants and the people of the locality with 
direct consequences if they do not vote for the respondent. The petitioner 
examined P. Ws. 7 and 12 to substantiate this allegation . 

P w.7 is the proprietor of a hotel within the Kasaragod Municipality , 
He deposed that some two weeks prior to the polling date Health and Food 
Inspector Sri Lakshmira ayana Rao toli him to voie for the respondent and 
for Sri Ibrahim , who was contesting from the Kasaragol Assembly constitu 
ency on the Congress ticket. The witness would add that as a reward for 
doing so the Health Inspector promised to withdraw a criminal case pending 
against P. W. 7 and that the Inspector threatened that if the witness did not 
vote fresh prosecution will be levied . According to the witness a week prior 
to the polling he was summoned to the residence of the Inspector where he 
found other merchants and hoteliers to whom also Lakshminarayana Rao 
insisted on giving their votes to the respondent. P. W. 7 admitted that the 
respondent contested in the previous election and that the witness was against 
the Congress then . From the evidence of P..W . 7 it could be seen that 
there was a criminal prosection pending against him in the local Magistrate s 
Court. He pleaded ignorance regarding the details of the charge, and he 
deposed that ultimately he pleaded guilty and a penalty of Rs. 300 was 
imposed . Headdrd that he pleaded guilty because the Health Inspector 
advised him to do so . The evidence of this witness does not inspire confidence . 
It has come out from the evidence that the petitioner was the Chairman of 
the Municipality during the relevant period, and it is not easy to believe that 
the Health Inspector working in the same Municipality could have so 
publicly summoned merchants and other hoteliers for the purpose of can . 
vassing votes on behalf of the respondent. I am not inclined to accept the 
testimony of P. W. 7. P.W. 17 deposed that P. W. 7 did not made any 
complaint to him and that P. W. 7 came to know of these incidents after the 
election . 

PW . 12 is resicing in the Harijan colony at Amayi. He deposed that 
the Health Inspector Sri Lakshminarayana Rao came to that colony five or 
eight days before the polling and asked the residents there to vote for the 
respondent and also for the assembly candidate Shri T. A. Ibrahiin . The 
residents of the colony are then alleged to have said that their idea was to 
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vote for their chairman , namely the petitioner. The Health Inspector is 
then alleged to have said that though he was transferred from Kasaragod at 
the instance of the petitioner be bas succeeded in coming back thereby showing 
that he is more powerful than the chairman . The witness further deposed 
that two days after that there was a meeting presided over by P. W. 9 in 
which the respondent and the assembly candidate Sri Ibrahim participated . 
P. W. 12 was originally employed as a police constable in the Mysore State . 
In the cross examination the suggestion was that he was dismissed from service 
for misconduct. He denied the suggestion and said that he voluntarily gave 
up the job because he felt that a policeman s job is not good . Neither himself 
nor any other member of the colony complained to the chairman about the 
conduct of Mr. Rao, and he does not remember the date or even the weck 
of the meeting about which he spoke in the Chief examination . Even assu 
ming that the case put forward by the petitioner regarding the activities of 
the Health Inspector Sri Lakshminarayana Rao is true, it is very doubtful 
whether that could constitute a corrupt practice because Lakshminarayana 
Rao does not come within any one of the categories of officers referred to in 
section 123 (7 ) of the Act. It was because of this difficulty that at the time 
of hearing the learned counsel for the petitioner suggested that the vitiating 
element th vhole episode is the influence exerted by the respondent on the 
Director of Municipalities for retransferring Mr. Rao to Kasaragod . There 
is no evidence worth the name to substantiate that allegation . It follows 
therefore, that this allegation also must fail. 

(d ) According to the petitioner Dr. A. M. Naik , the Medical Officer 
attached to a hospital at Bumbla was persuaded to take leave by the respon 
dent. Dr. Naik accordingly took leave and worked in the Adoor village 
canvassing votes for the respondent. There was thus an attempt on the part 
of the respondent to procure votes through the assistance of a gazetied officer 
Barring the interested testimony of P. W. 17, who has no personal know 
ledge of these matters, there is no evidence whatsoever to support this serious 
allegation . In fact, this allegation was not pressed at the time of hearing . 
The petitioner has failed to prove this allegation as well. 

(e) . There is a mosque at Arikkadi village, and it is beirg admini 
stered by the jumayath committee. It is alleged by the petitioner that to woo 
the Muslim electorate the respondent promised that he would obtain electric 
connection to the mosque. Thereafter the respondent by influencing the 
Minister for elecoicity caused connection to be given to the mosque on 
15-3-1977 overlooking the prior claims of other people. In a meeting held 
in the mosque on 18-3-1977 there was open canvassing of votes in favour ofthe 
respondent on the basis that it was at his instance that the mosque obtained 
electric connection . The allegation is sought to proved through P.Ws. 2 , 3- 
and 10 . 

P. W. is the Electrical Executive Engineer, Kasaragod . Ext. P3 is a 
communication relating to the granting of electrical connection to Arikkady 
Kadavath Mosque. According to the witness the application for electrical 
Connection are grouped differently on the basis of the approximate expendi 
ture involved in giving the connection : Ons category is that involving 
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expenditure between Rs. 2,500 to Rs. 10,000 . There were five applicants in 
that group and the area where the mosque situated is No. 5 in that category : 
Nos. 1 to 3 are applications for doinestic connections No. 4 is a combined 
application for agricultural purpose and demostic purpose. He deposed that 
connection was given to the mosque before connection was given to appli 
cants Nos. 1 to 4 in that group . His evidence is to the effect that there are 
certain rules observed in the matter of fixing the priority for giving electrical 
connection . Religious institutions like mosques are given priority among 
applicants for domestic consumption . Consequently the granting of connection 
to the area where the mosque is situated does not affect the priority as regards 
applicants 1 to 3. Applicant No 4 mentions, agricultural purpose also . 
P.W. 2 deposed that agricultural connection has the first priority and in that 
sense it can be said that it was overlooking the priority of applicant No. 4 in 
that category that connection was granted to the mosqive . P.W. 2 dep.ised 
that he gave the connection on the basis of instructions from P. W. 3 , the 
Superintending Engincer Electricity . P. W. 2 conceded that 
if strict priority is to be observed then as beiw en applicant Nos. 4 
and 5 in that group applicant No. 4 had the priority . Thus by the evidence 
of P W. 2 it would 

ppear that there as an out of turn sanction for 
extension of electric lincs 

the mosque. P. W. 3 is 

the 
Superintending Engineer who issued Ext. P3 instruction to P W. 2 . He 
deposed that at the time of issuing Ext. P3 he had no list of applicants 
with him to as certain the priority and that Ext. P3 instruction was given 
because of a telephone message he recived from the Chief Engineer of 
Electricity to expedite the extention of electric lines to the mosque. P.W. 3 
then sent Ext. P4 letter to the Chief Engineer regaruing that matter. It 
would appear that some favour was shown to the mosque area in the matter 
of extending the electric connection . For the purpose of this petition I am 
not concerned with thº propriety or legality of the conduct of P. Ws. 2 
and 3. The question is whether the respondent or his agent or any other 
person with the consent or knowledge of the respondent was responsible 
for the extention of electric lines to the mosque . From the evidence of 
P. Ws. 2 and 3 it could be seen that the order came from the Chief 
Engineer, who has not been examined in this case . To connect the res 
pondent with the aforesaid matter the petitioner examined P.W. 10 — P.W . 10 
deposed that he is a member of the Jymayath Committee . The wiring was 
c mpleted some five years back and the mosqu got actual connection only 
on 15-3-1977. He eposed that in a meeting the respondent promised that 
he will secure the electric c nnccti n if people will vote in his fav ur . There 
after the respondent went to Manjeshwar accompanie : by P. W 10 and 
certain other people and from a Beedi company the respondent contacted 
the Minister for Electricity over phone and requested the Minister to expe 
dited the extension of electric lines to the mosque He also depose i that on 
18-3-1977 after the prayer in the mosquc theMukri informed the gathering that 
they obtained electric connection through the influence of the respondent. In 
the cross examination the witness depose ! that the application for extention 
was given by the Kumbla Panchayat and that 10 or 15 other people also got 
connection He deposed that the meeting wherein the respondent spoke was 
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held on 15-3-1977 . Realising the mistake he added that themeeting after 
which , the phone call was made was conducted on the 4th of March . The 
speech was made at Arikkady whereas the phone call wasmade from Manjesh 
wai, whcih is about 13 miles away from A ikkady . P.W. 10 ceposed 
that the meeting was over by about 7.30 in the evening and that he was 
asked to accompany the respndent and his people by « ne R mappa Master. 
The version of this witness that he accompanied the respondent and others 
to Manje.hwör, and that he actually heard the respondent speaking t the 
Electricity Minister over phone from the office of a Beedi Company at about 
9.40 in the nig t appears to be artificial. It is not known why P. W. 10 
accompan ed the respondent to Manjeshwar, 13 miles away . His evidence 
did not impress me, and I am not prepared to believe his version that the 
respondent made the promise in a meeting and then carried out the promise 
by contacting the concerned Minister. P.W. 10 admitted that he does not 
know to read or write. Even assuming that the version given by P.W. 10 
is true , there is nothing on evidence to indicate that the Chief Engineer, 
Electricity, received any odrer from the Minister concerned in this matter . 
With this evidence on record , it is not possible to connect the respon eat 
with the extension of electric lines to the mosque . I am not also prepared 
to believe the evidence of P. W. 10 to the effect that on 18-3-1977 the 
Mukri of the mosque spoke about the part played by the respondent in 
securing cleccric connection to the mosque . The work of the Mukri accord 
ing to him is bringing water and to clean the mosque 

The Mukri has not 
been cxamined , and it is coubtful whether a man ofMukri s position could 
have influenced the gathering in the mosque. Here again P. W. 17 has 
no direct koowledge about these matters and his version is that the allega 
tion was made on the basis of a general talk in the locality that the respond 
ent was responsible for giving electric connection . The petitioner has thus 
failed to prove that the respondent had something to do with the extension 
of clectric lines to the area where the mosque is situated and that the 
extension of the lines was for the purpose of securing votes for the 
respondent. 

(f) The Government rural dispensary at Chattanchal was being run 
in a building belonging to one T. K. Abdulkhader. A new building was in the 
process of construction to house the dispensary . The dispensary was shifted 
from the building of Abdulkhader to the newly constructed building and 
the Hon ble Minister Sri N. K. Balakrishnan opened the dispensary . The 
allegation of the petitioner is that the construction of the new building was 
not completed and it was through the influence of the respondent that the dis 
pensary wa shifed from the rented building to the newly constructed building . 
Ext. P5 is a notice issued in connection with the opening of he dispensary 
and according to the petitioner in that meeting presided over by the 
Collector vites were canvassed for the respondent . P.W.4 wa examined 
to prove this allegation . He deposed that the dispensary was transferred 
to the new building on 4-3-1977 at a time when the construction was not 
completed . He proved Ext . P5 notice . The witness is alleged to have 
attended the meeting and heard the speeches of Health Minister 


15 


Sri Balakrishnan , Collector Sri Kunhikoya and the Congress Mandalam 
President Sri Gangadharan The witness deposed that the respondent 
did not participate in that meetin2 

here is thus no material to 
establish that the dispensary was shifted and the meeting was convened 
at the instance of the respondent or his agent. The suggestion to the 
witness in the cross-examinarion was that he was a worker of the Marxist 
party . The witness denied it. Paragraph 3 (6) of the electi n petition 
dealing with this ground does not specifically state that the District 
Collector delivered a speech canvassing votes for the respondent. The 
allegation is that it was at the instance of the respondent that the Collector 
and the District Medical Officer arranged for th shifting of the dispensary 
to the unfinisheri new construction and that the inauguration meeting the 
District Collector presided P. W. 4 would deposes that the District 
Collector canvassed votes for the respondent in that meeting. It is very 
difficult to believe that version because even the petitioner has no such case 
in his petition . Just as in the case of other allegations, P W 17 has no 
personal knowledge about the whole affair. He admitted that he had 
election workers in that area and none of them reported to him about the 
aforesaid incident . I find that sufficient evidence is not available to connect 
the respondent or his election agent or any other person with the knowledge 
or consent of the respondent or his election agent with the shifting of the 
dispensary as well as the inauguration of the dispensary in the new building . 
The petitioner has not succeeded in proving this allegation 

( g ) The respodent was candidate put up by the ruling front 
consisting of the Congress , Indian Muslim League, C.P I., etc. It is 
alleged by the petitioner that the Taluk Committee of the Indian Muslim 
League issued Ext. P6 letter to be read in various mosques situated within 
the constituency . Ext. P6 , according to the pe:ition r, contains meterials 
which are likely to promote feelings of enmity and hatred between the 
citizens of India According to the petitioner the notice was read in the 
mosques at Patla , B iyikere, Ballipadi, Arikkadi, Belinjee and Angadi 
mogaru . P Ws. 5 and 11 were 

examined to prove this 

part of the 
petitioner s case . P.W.5 deposed that he is a resident of Belinjee and 
that some eight days prior to the polling dlate, on a Friday after the prayer 
the Mukri of the mosque read Ext. P. P.W 5 admitted that he used to 
work in the garden lands of the petitioner . He does not know from whom 
Exc. P6 was received . He admitted that he does not know to read or write 
Malayalam . When he was asked whether he can recite from memory 
the contents of any other notice he has read, his answer was that he doese 
not remember. He admitted " De Dog ( 

uid , Cogo mowo 067 6000 
m100 spole " . In the re nination there was a faint attempt to elicit 
from the witness that he remembers the contents of Ext. 16. P.W.5 
appears to be a hired witness , who cannot be believed . 

P.W.11 is a member of Bellippadi Jumayath . He deposed that he 
heard a notice being read in the mosque the concluding portion of which , 
according to him , was to the effect that the petitioner and Ibrahim are 
collaborators of R.S.S. and Jana Sangh and that they caused harm to the 
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Muslims, and therefore, votes shall not be given to them . It was further 
stated in Ext. P6 that votes shall be given to Ramachandran and 
T. E. Ibrahim . In the earlier portion of the deposition the witness 
mentioned hat T. E. Ibrahim also shall not be given votes because he is 
in collaboration with R.S.S. and Jana Sangh . To explain that error a 
leading question asked od onoom വോട്ട് ചെയ്യേണ്ട എന്നു 
no 0 ° . His answer is “ EMI" 300 റഹിമാനും രാമണ്ണറായിക്കും 
In the cross- examination he admitted that he does not know who are 
R.S.S. and what is meant by Jana Sangh . He was asked whether he 
could remember the contents or any notice in Malayalam read over to 
him and he answered in the negative. It is rather unusual that he could 
remember the contents of Ext. P. P.W. 11 appears to be another hired 
witness . Regarding Ext. P6 there is another aspect which cannot be over 
looked . The printer has not examined and the original manuscript also has 
not been produced . It is not therefore known whether actually the notice 
was published by the League mentioned therein . It was perhaps of this 
lacuna in the evidence that the petitioner attempted to connect the 
respondent with the notice through the evidence of P. Ws. 5 and 11. Since 
those witnesses cannot be believed it has only to be held that the petitioner 
has fatled to prove this allegation as well . 

8. Thongh there are certain vague allegations regarding irregularities 
in counting no issue was raised and no argument also was advanced by the 
petitioner . In fact, P.W. 17 did not give any evidence regarding those 
allegations. I have, therefore , considered only the question of corrupt 
practices, which alone was pressed before me at the time of argument by the 
petitioner. 

9 . A separate order under Section 99 of the Act is passed . 

10. Issu : No. 3. In view of the finding of Issue No. 2 , I hold that the 
petitioner is not entitled to the relief prayed for in the election petition . 

In the result, the election petition is dismissed with costs of the respond 
ent. Advocate s fee is fixed at Rs. 500 . 

The Office will communicate the substance of this decision to the 
Election Commission and the Speaker of the Lok Sabha . It shall also send 
an authenticated copy of this decision , as soon as it is ready, to the Election 
Commission as provided in section 103 of the Representation of the people 
Act, 1951. 


4th November , 1977. 


(Sd.) 
N.D.P. NAMBOODIRIPAD , 

Judge. 
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Petitioner s Exhibits : 
Ext. Pl dated 8-6-1977 Letter from the Secretary, Delampadi Deseeya 

Karshakathozhilali Federation the 
Minister for Harijan Welfare, Government 

of Kerala , Trivandrum : 
P2 18-2-1977 Notice regarding Harijan Seminar. 
P3 7-3-1977 Letter No. DB4/GEN /77 of P. A. Ramanujam 

Superintending Engineer, Kozhikode. 
P4 7-3-1977 Do. letter of Superintending Engineer to 

Chief Engineer. 
P5 1-3-1977 Notice regarding inauguration of Government 

Dispensary. 
Statement of Indian Union Muslim League 

Taluk Committee, Kasargod relating to 

voting. 
P7 

Appeal to the voter3 of the Kasargod 

Constituency . 
P8 7-8-1975 Resolution of the Municipal Council, 

Kasargod. 
P9 

Report of the Committee Constituted as per 

the council Resolution dated 7-8-1975 . 
P10 Letter containing discenting note 

to the 
Chairman, Kasargod Municipality , 

Kasargod . 
P11 21-10-1976 Proceedings No. E3. 9807/76 of the Director 

of Municipalitics, Trivandrum . 
P12 25-2-1977 Proceedings No. E3. 4871/77 of the Director of 

Municipalities, Trivandrum . 
P13 21-2-1977 Letter No. 4025/77 

of the Director of 
Municipalities, Trivandrum 

the 
Municipal Chairman , Kasargod . 
P14 

Tour Programme of Sri V. M. Augustine, 

Director of Municipalities . 
P15 25-2-1977 Resolution of the Municipal Council, 

Kasargod . 
P16 9-10-1976 Certified copy of C.O. 977/76 . 

P17 6-6-1977 Certified copy of amendment of charges. 
Respondent s Exhibits : Nil 
G. 126 . 
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Petitioner s Il tmess: 
PW1 A. Ramananda Shenoy 
PW2 P. V. Krishnan 
PW3 P. D. Ramanujan 
PW4 Abdul Rahiman , A. 
PW5 Moideenkunju 
PW6 K. Suresh 
PW7 Narayanan 
PW8 

Viswanatha Prabhu 
PW9 C. L. Mahin 
PW10 S. A. Kader 
PW11 B. Mammad 
PW12 Madhavan 
PW13 B. P. Abdulla 
PW14 

P. Narayanan 
PW15 Ganappa Nair 
PW16 Mahesan 
PW17 M. Ramanna Rai 
Respondent Witness: 
RWI Ramachandran Kadannappally . 


MEMO OF Costs TO THE RESPONDENT 

Rs. 
Stamp on Vakalath 

5 
Advocate s fee 

500 


Total 


505 


By order , 

( Sd .) 

I. K. K. MENON , 
Secretary to the Election Commission 


of India . 
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Kodungallur Municipality 


NOTIFICATION 


UNDER SECTION 98 OF THE KERALA MUNICIPALITIES ACT, 1980 

(Act 4 OF 1961) 


No. ( A4) 905 /77 - TI. 

25th February 1978 
Itis hereby notified for information of the public that the Special 
Officer, Kodungallur Municipality , in exercise of the powers of the Council 
under Section 96 of the Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960 conferred on him 
by G. O. Rt. No. 2991/77 /LA & SWD dated 24-10-1977 after considering 
the objections received hereby finally fix the rate of taxes and duty to 
be levied within the Mun cipality under sections 99, 110 18 , 124 , 125 and 
126 of the said Act, as specified below with effect from the dates noted 
against each item . 


Nature of Tax and Rates 
1. PROPERTY TAX 
( Section - 99) 

(Date of effect-- from 1-4-1978 ) 
Half roarly Tax 


Buildings and Laods used Lands not used exclusively 
Class of Jand; occupied exclusively for agricultural purposes 
Property tax by or adjacent and for and are not occupied 

appurtenant agricultural or adjacent and appur 
to buildings 

purposes 

tenant to buildings 
1. Tax for 21 % of 21 % of 

{ % of capital value 
General annual value angual value 

purposes 
2. Lighting tax 1 % do. 

Nil 

Nil 
3. Sanitary tax 14 % do . 

Nil 

Nil 


G456 
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2. PROFESSION TAX 
(Section -- 110) 

(Date of effect from - 1-10-1977) 


Class 


Half - yearly tax 


Rs. 


9 


InmMVW 


» 


Half yearly 
income 

Rs. 
15,000 
12 000 But not more than 

9,000 
6,000 
4,800 
3,000 
1,800 
1,200 
600 


I More than 
II 
III 
IV 

V 
VI 
VII 
VIII 

IX 
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15,000 
12,000 

9,000 
6.000 
4,800 
3,000 
1,800 
1,200 


Rs. 
125 
100 
75 
50 
37 
18 
9 
6 
3 


» 


3 


39 


> 


99 


79 


3 . 


SI. No. 


For every 


» 


93 


1 . 
2 . 
3 . 
4 . 
5 . 
6 . 
7 . 
8 . 


2 ) 
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TAX ON ANIMALS, VESSELS, AND VEHICLES 

( Section -- 118 ) 
(Date of effect from - 1-10-1977 ) 
Description of Animals, 

Half-yearly tax 
Vessels and Vehicles 

Rs. 
Elephant 

12.00 
Camel 

6.00 
Horse , Mulc or Poney 

3.00 
Bullock or Bull or Male Buffalo 

2.00 
Pig 

2.00 
Donkey 

1.00 
Dog 

1.00 
Motor Boat or steam launch plying for hire 

and carrying more than six passengers 30.00 
Steam or motor tug 

50.00 
Barge or other Vessel attached or attachable 
to steamer motor tug 

25.00 
Other rrotor Boat or steam launch 

15.00 
Cabin boat 

2.50 
Vallom 

2.00 
Cartor carriage drawn by horses 

6.00 
Carriage drawn by other animals 

4.00 
Hand cart or push cart 

2.00 
Bicycle, tricycle or cycle-ricksbaw 

2.00 


29 


9 . 
10 . 


11. 
12 . 
13 , 
14 . 
15 . 
16 . 


9 


17 


93 
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4 . SHOW TAX 
(Section - 124 ) 

(Date of effcet from - 1-10-1977 ) 


1. Cinematograph exhibitions 
2. Other shows 


Rate of Tax per show 

Two Rupees 
Five Rupees 


1 . 


2 . 


5 . ADVERTISEMENT TAX 
( Section - 126 ) 
(Date of effect from - 1-10-1977 ) 

Rate for 
calendar 
mog h 

Rs. 
In respect of advertisements on boardings wall posts in 

the form of non - illuminated sky signs : 
(a) for a space upto 1 sq . metre 

0.60 
(b ) for a space over one sq . metre upto 2 sq . metre 

0.90 
( c) for every additional 2.50 sq . metres or less 

0.60 
Posters : 
(a ) for space not exceeding 0.50 sq . metre 

0.60 
(b ) for space not exceeding 1 sq . metre 

1.20 
( c) for every additional 1 sq . metre or less 

0.90 
Advertisements carried on vehicles drawn by bullocks, 
human beings, horses, cycles 

or any other device 
carried on any vehicles or motor car : 
(a) for each Vebicle other than motor car or lorry or 

any other means of conveyance propelled by 
electrical or mechanical power 

3.00 
(b ) frr each motor car or lorry or any other means 

of vehicle propelled by electrical or mechanical 
power 

7.50 
Note: - This does not apply to advertisements carried on vehicles used 

as puslic conveyance 
Advertisements boards carried on boat : 

2.10 
Illuminated advertisements and sky signs : 
(a ) for space upto 0.50 sq .metre 

2.10 
(b ) for space above 0.50 sq. metre upto 2 sq . metres 

3.00 
(c ) for every additional 2.50 sq .metres or less 

2.70 


3 . 


4 . 
5 
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Rs. 
6 . For advertisement exhibited on screens by means of lantern slides. 
(a ) for space upto 0.50 sq. metre 

3.00 
(b ) for space over 0.50 sq . metres upto 2.50 sq. metres 

3.60 
(c) for every additional 2.50 sq . metres or less 

2.10 
7. For advertisements exhibited on screens by roll films : 
(1 ) When the area of the visual projected advertise 

ment on the screen i. upto 37 sq metres 
(a ) Where the film does not exced 30.5 metre in length 
(i) per month 

12.00 
( ii) per week of 7 days or less 

3.00 
(b ) Were the film exceeds 30.5 m tres in length 
for every additional 15.25 

metres or part 
thereof 
(i) per month 

6.00 
( ii ) per week of 7 days or less 

1.50 
(2) When the are a of the visual projected {advertisement 

on the screen is more than 37 sq . metres for 

every additional 9.25 sq . metes or part thereof : 
(a ) Where the fim does not exceed 30.5 metres in 
leng h 

2.Co 
( ii ) per week of 7 days or less 

0.50 
(b ) Where the film exceeds 30.5 sq.metres in length 

for every additional 15.25 sq .metres or part 

thereof: 
(i) per month 

1.00 
( ii) per week of 7 days or less 

0.25 


. 


(i) per month 


Note: -Mere exhibitions of the name of the owner of vehicle , loriy or 

motor car is not an advertisement liable to tax. In respect of 
adverti ements on cloth hung 

acros streets , the rate of 
advertisement tax shall be Rs. 3 per calendar month or less 
in a strret 3 metrs to 6 merres board and Rs. 6 per calendar 
month or les , in a street 6 metres board upto 15 metres ( the 
rates apply only to streets the breadth of which is 
15 metre or less) . In ca e o adı ertisement exhibited for a 
period less than one month , proportionate rate shall be payable 
for a period of one week of seven days (one month being 
taken as thirty days for purposes of calculation ) . 
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6. DUTY ON TRANSFER OF PROPERTY 
(Section 125) 

(Date of effect - froIn 1-8-1977) 
Duty at 4 % (Four per cent) of the amount of the instruments specified 
below : 


Description of Instruments 


(i) Sale of immovable property 


of 


immovable 


(ü ) Exchange 

property 


( iii ) Gift of immovable property 


Amount on which duty should 

be levied 
The amount or value of the 

consideration for the sale as 
set forth in the instrument 
The value of the property of 
the greater value, as set 

forth in the instrument 
The value of the property as 

set forth in the instrument 
The amount secured by the 
mortgage as set forth in the 

instrument 
An amount equal to one 

sixth of the whole amount 
or value of the rents which 
would be paid or delivered 
in respect of the first filty 
years of the lease, as set forth 
in the instrument 


(iv) Mortgage with possession of 

immovable property 


(v ) Lease 


ol 


in 

perpetuity 
immovable property 


24-10-1977 - ലെ ആർ. ററി. 2991|77|LA & SWD ഗവൺമെൻറ് ഓർഡർ 
അനുസരിച്ച്, സ്പെഷ്യൽ ആഫീസറി ൽ നിക്ഷിപ്തമായിട്ടുളള 

കേരളാ 
മുനി|ിപ്പാലിറീസ് ആക° റിലെ 96 -ാം വകുപ്പ് പ്രകാരമുളള ംൗൺസി 
ലിന്റെ അധികാരമുപയോഗിച്ച് ടി ആക്ററിലെ 99 , 119 , 118, 12 1, 125, 126 
എന്നീ വകുപ്പുകൾ ( പകാ ം , ആക്ഷേപങ്ങൾ പരിഗണിച്ചശേഷം താഴ 
പറയുന്ന വിധത്തിൽ അതിനു നേരേ പായുന്ന തീയതി മുതൽ നികുതികളും 
ഡ്യൂട്ടിയും ചുമത്തുവാൻ അവസാനമായി തീരുമാനിച്ച വിവരം പൊതുജന 
ങ്ങളെ അറിയിച്ചുകൊളളുന്നു . 


6 


നികുതിഇനങ്ങളും നിരക്കുകളും 
1. വസ്തു നികുതി 

(99-ാം വകുപ്പ്) 
അരക്കൊല്ലത്തെ നികുതി 


1-4-1978 മുതൽ 


വസ്തു നികുതിയുടെ എല്ലാ കെട്ടിടങ്ങ 
ഇനം 

ൾക്കും കെട്ടിട 
ങ്ങൾ ഇരിക്കു 
ന്നാ കെട്ടിടങ്ങ 
ളുടെ പരിസരത്ത 
ഉളളതാ ആയ 

ടുമി 


ക ഷി ആവശ്യ കൃഷിക്ക് മാത 
ത്തിനു മാതം മായി ഉപരയാ 
ഉ പ യാ ഗ 1 

ഗിക്കാത്തതോ 
ക്കുന്ന ഭൂമി 

കെട്ടിടങ്ങളില്ലാ 
ത്തമതാ കെട്ടിട 
ങ്ങളുടെപരിസ 
രത്തിലല്ലം തോ 

ആയ ഭൂമി 


1. പൊതുആവശ്യങ്ങൾ കൊല്ലോട്ടു വില കൊല്ലോട്ടു വില വസ്തു വില 

ക്കുളള ഭൂനികുതി യുടെ 23 % യുടെ 23 % യുടെ 1 % 
2. വിളക്കു വയ്പു 

1 % ഇല്ല 

ഇല്ല 
നികുതി 
3 , ശുചീകരണ നികുതി ടി 

13 % 

ഇല്ല 

ഇല്ല 


ടി 


2. തൊഴിൽ നികുതി 


(110-ാം വകുപ്പ്) 


1-10-1977 മുതൽ 


ഇനം 


അരക്കൊല്ലത്തെവരുമാനം 


അരക്കൊല്ലത്ത 

നികുതി 


19 


1 . 
2 . 
3 . 
4 . 
5 . 
6 . 
1 , 
8 . 


125 ക . 
100 
75 
50 
37 
18 


11 


3 


15,000 ക . യിൽ അധികം 
12,000 ക , യിൽ അധികവും 15,000 ക , യിൽ കവിയാതെയും 
9,000 ക . 

12 000 ക . 
6,000 ക . 

9,000 ക . 
4,800 ക . 

5,000 ക . 
3,000 ക . 

4,800 ക . 
1,800 ക . 

3,000 ക . 
1,200 ക . 

1,800 ക . 
600 ക . . 

1,200 ക . 


1 


3 


3) 


11 


2 


s t 


1 


" h 


3 . 


മങ്ങളുടേയും വാഹനങ്ങളുടേയും മേലുള്ള നികുതി 
(118-ാം വകുപ്പ്) 

1-10-1977 മുതൽ 


മംഗങ്ങളുടെയോ വാഹനങ്ങളുടെയാ ഇനം 


അരക്കൊല്ലത്ത 
നികുതി 


19 


15 


12 ക , 

6 , 
3 , 
2 , 
2 ,, 


01 


1 


15 


മ 


30 


11 


ഓരാ 

ആനയടക്കം 
ഒട്ടകത്തിന 
കുതിരക്ക്, കോവർകഴുതക്ക്, മട്ടകുതിരക്ക 
കാളക്ക് അല്ലെങ്കിൽ പോത്തിന് 
പന്നിക്ക് 
കഴുതക്ക 
പട്ടിക്ക് 
എണ്ണകൊണ്ടോ, ആവികൊണ്ടോവാടകയ്ക്ക 
ഓടിക്കുന്നതുമായ ആറിൽ കൂടുതൽ യാത 
ക്കാർക്ക് സ ഞ രി ക്ക് 2 വു ന്ന തു മ ാ യ 

ബോട്ടിന് 
എണ്ണകൊണ്ടാ, ആവികൊണ്ടോ ഓടിക്കുന്ന 
ടഗിന് 
ബാർജ° ജ് അല്ലെങ്കിൽ വേറെ മറ്റു വാഹനം 
എ കൊണ്ടോ ആവികൊണ്ടാ 

ഒാടിക്കുന്ന 
ടക്കിനോട് കൂട്ടിയിണക്കി യതിന് 
മറ്റുതരത്തിൽ എണ്ണകൊണ്ടോആവികൊണ്ട 

മാടിക്കുന്ന ബോട്ടിന് 
കാബിൻ ബോട്ടിന് 
വളളത്തിന് 
കുതിരകെട്ടി വലിക്കുന്ന വണ്ടിക്ക് 
മററു മാഗങ്ങളെ കെട്ടിവലിപ്പിക്കുന്ന വണ്ടിക്ക 
കൈവണ്ടിക്ക്അല്ലെങ്കിൽ ഉന്തുവണ്ടി4:5 
സൈക്കിൾ അല്ലെങ്കിൽ സക്കിൾ റിക്ഷക്ക 


50 
ക 


3 


25 , 


9 


5 


1 ) 


19 


15 
2.50 ,7 

2 
6 
4 
2 
2 


17 - 


വ 


4 . 


( പദർശന നികുതി 
(124 -ാം വകുപ്പ്) 


1-10-1977 മുതൽ 


1. സിനിമാ പ്രദർശനങ്ങൾ (ഓരോ പ്രദർശനത്തിനും) 
2 . മററു ( പദർശനങ്ങൾ 


2 ക . 
5 ക . 


b 


5 . 


പരസ്യ നികുതി 


126 -ാം വകുപ്പ് 


1-10-1977 മുതൽ 


നിരക്കു വിവരം 


ഒരു കലണ്ടർ 
മാസത്തിനും 
അതിൽ കുറവിനും 


രൂ . സ 


0 . 
0 


60 
90 


0 


60 


0 


ബിസി 


60 
20 


13 


11 


1 


0 


90 


1 , പരസ്യ പലകകളിൻമേൽ ആകാശത്തി ൽ ഉയർത്തി നാട്ടി 

യിരിക്കുന്ന പ്രകാശമാനമല്ലാത്ത പരസ്യങ്ങൾ 
( എ ) ഒരു ച . മീ , വലിപ്പം വർ 
( ബി ) ഒരു ച . മീ . കുടുതലും 2 ച . മീ , കവിയാതെയും 
( സി ) കൂടുതലായുളള • ഓരോ 2.5 ച , മീ , അതിൽ 

കുറവിനും 
2. പോസ്റ്ററുകൾ 
( എ ) 0. 50 ച . മീ , കവിയാത്ത സ്ഥലത്തിന 

1 ച . മീ . 
( സി ) കൂടുതലായുളള ഓരോ ചു , മീറററിനും അതിൽ 

കുറവിനും, 
3. കാളകളോ, മനുഷ്യരോ, കുതിരകളോ വലിക്കുന്ന വാഹന 

ങ്ങളിൻമേലും, സൈക്കിളിലും, മോട്ടാർ കാറിൻ 
മേലോ മറ്റു വാഹനങ്ങളിലോ വഹിക്കപ്പെടുന്ന എല്ലാ 
ഉപകരണങ്ങളിലും ഉളള പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക 
( എ ) മോട്ടോർ കാറോ, ലോറിയോ, അല്ലാത്തതും വിദ 

ച്ഛക്തികൊണ്ടോ, യന്തംകൊണ്ടോ( പവർത്തി 

ക്കുന്നതല്ലാത്തതുമായ ഓരോ വാഹനത്തിനും 
( ബി ) മോട്ടോർ കാറിനും ലോറിക്കും വിദ്യുച്ഛക്തി 

കൊണ്ടാ യന്തശക്തികൊണ്ടാ ( പവർത്തി 

ക്കുന്ന്മറ്റ് വാഹനങ്ങൾക്കുംഓരോന്നിന് 
കുറിപ്പ് -പൊതു വാഹനങ്ങളിൻമേലുളള പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക് ഈ 

ബാധകമല്ല . 
4. വഹിച്ചുകൊണ്ടു നടക്കുന്ന പരസ്യബോർഡുകൾക്ക 
5. ( പകാശമാനമാക്കപ്പെട്ട ആ ഷാശ പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക് 

( എ ) 0.50 ച . മീ . വരെവലിപ്പമുളളതിന് 
( ബി ) 0.50 ച . മീ , അധികവും 2 ച . മീ . വരെയും 
( സി ) കൂടുതലായുളള ഓരോ 2.5 

മീ , അതിൽ 
കുറവിനും 
6 , തിരശീലയിൽ വിളക്കിന്റെ സഹായത്തിൽ പ്രദർശിപ്പി 

ക്കുന്ന പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക് 
( എ ) 0.50 ച . മീ . വരെവലിപ്പമുളളതിന് 
( ബി ) 0.50 ച . മീ . അ ധികവും 2 ച . മീ . വരേയും 
കൂടുതലായുള കാരാ 2.5 ച . മീ . 

അതിൽ 
കുറവിനും 


3 


00 


1 


50 
നിയമം 


2 


| 10 


2 
3 


10 
00 


2 


70 


3 
3 


00 
60 


N 


10 


9 


ഒരു കലണ്ടർ 


നിരക്കു വിവരം 

മാസത്തിനും 
അതിൽ കുറവിനും 

രൂ . സ് . 
7 . റോൾ ഫിലിം വഴി തിരശ്ശീലയിൽ പ്രദർശിപ്പിക്കുന്ന 

പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക് 
1 . തിരശ്ശീലയിൽ 

കാണുന്ന 

പ ര സ , ഞങ്ങ ള ക ക ട 
വിസ്തീർണ്ണം 37 ച . മീ . വരെയുളളതിന് 
( എ ) 30.5 മീറററിൽ കവിയാതെ നീളമുളള ഫിലിമിന് 
1 . ഒരുമാസത്തേക്ക് 

12 00 
2. ഏഴ ദിവസമുളള ഒരു ആഴ്ചക്കും 

അ തിൽ 
കുറവിനും 

3 00 
( ബി ) ഫിലിമിന്റെ നീളം 30.5 മീ . കൂടുതലാകുമ്പോൾ 

ഓരോ 15.25 കുടുതൽ നീളത്തിനും അതിൽ 

അംശത്തിനും 
1. ഒരു മാസത്തേക്ക 

6 00 
2. ഏഴു ടിവസമുളള ഒരാഴ്ചക്കും അതിൽ കുറവിനും 1 50 
2 , , തിരശ്ശീലയിൻമേൽ കാണുന്ന പരസ്യങ്ങളുടെ 

വിസ്തീർണ്ണം37 ച . മീ , കൂടുതലാകുമ്പോൾ ഓരോ 
9.25 

കൂടുതൽ മീററിംനോ അ ത 1 ) ൻ റ 
അംശത്തിനോ 
( എ ) ഫിലിമിന്റെ നീളം 30.5 മി . കവിയാതെയുളള 

തിന 
1. ഒരു മാസത്തേക്ക 

2 00 
2. ഏഴു ദിവസമുളള ഒരാഴ“ചക്കോ അതിൽ കുറവിനോ 0 50 
( ബി ) ഫിലിമിന്റെ നീളം 30.5 മീ , കൂടുതലാവുക 
യാണെങ്കിൽ അപകാ മുളള കൂടുതൽ 

ഒരാ 
15.25 ച . മീറററി നാ അതിൻറ അംശത്തിനാ 
1 . ഒരു മാസത്തേക്ക 

1 00 
2. ഏഴു ദിവസമളള ഒരാഴ്ചക്കോഅതിൽ കുറവിനോ 0 25 
കുറിപ്പ്. - ലോറികളിലും മോട്ടോർ കാറുകളിലും വാഹനങ്ങളിലും 

അവയുടെ ഉടമ സ്ഥൻമാരുടെ പേരുകൾ മാത്രം പ്രദർശിപ്പിക്കുന്ന 
തിന് പരസ്യ നികുതിക്ക് ബാദ്ധ്യസ്ഥമാകുന്നില്ല .. 
തെരുവുകൾക്ക് മുകളിൽ വിലങ്ങനെ തുബിയിൽ ( പദർശിപ്പിക്കുന്ന 
പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്ക് : 
3 മീറ്റർ മുതൽ 6 മീറ്റർ വരെ വീതിയുളള തെരുവുകളിൽ ഒരു മാസ 

ത്തക്കും അതിൽ കുറവിനും 3 ക യും 6 മീററർ മുതൽ 15 മീറ് 
വരെ വീതിയുളള തെരുവുകളിൽ ഒരു മാസത്തേക്കും അതിൽ കുറ 
വിനും 6 കപ്പയും ആയിരിക്കും. പരസ്യ നിരക്ക്. ( ഈ നിരക്കുകൾ 
15 മീറററിൽ കുറ ഞ്ഞ വീതിയുളള തെരുവുകളെ മാത്രം ബാധിക്കുന്ന 

വയാണ്) . 
ഒരു മാസത്തിൽ കുറച്ച് പ്രദർശിപ്പിക്കുന്ന ഏ e 0 പരസ്യങ്ങൾക്കും മേൽ 

പരസ്യപ്പെടുത്തിയ ഒരു മാസ പരസ്യ നിരക്കിൻറ (എഴു 
ദിവസം കൂടുന്ന) ഒരാഴ്ചത്തെ പരസ്യ നികുതി ( ഒരു മാസത്തിന 

30 ദിവസമെന്ന തോതിൽ) ആനുപാതികമായി വസൂലാക്കുന്നതാണ്. 
G.46 


10 


6. വസ്തു കൈമാററ നികുതി 

(125 -ാം വകുപ്പ്) 
1-8-1977 മുതൽ നാലു ശതമാനം എന്ന നിരക്കിൽ താഴെ കാണിക്കുന്ന 
കരണങ്ങളിൻമേലുളള തുകയിൽ നിന്ന് ഈടാക്കുന്നതാണ്: 


കരണത്തിൻറെ വിവരണം 


ഏ - തുകയ്ക്കാണോ നികുതി 
ചുമത്തേണ്ടത് ആ തുക 


(1) സ്ഥാവര വസ്തു വിൽപ്പന 


( 2) സ്ഥാവര 

വസ്തു 
മയം 


വിനി 


( 3) സ് ഥാ വ ര വസ്തുവിന്റെ 

ഇഷ്ടദാനം 
(4) സ്ഥാവര വസ്തു സം ബി 
ന്ധിച്ചുളള 

ക ക വ ശ 
പണയം 
( 5) സ്ഥാവര വസ്തുവിൻറ 

ശാശ്വത പാട്ടം 


ക ര ണ അത്ത 1 ൽ വിവരിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന 
( പകാരം വിലയ്ക്കുളള പ്രതിഫല 
ത്തിന്റെ സംഖ്യ അഥവാ വില 
ക ര ണ ത്ത 1 ൽ വിവരിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന 
( പകാരം ഏററവും കൂടുതൽ വില 
യുളള വസ്തുവിന്റെ വില 
ക ര ണ ത്തി ൽ വിവരിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന 
പ്രകാരമുളള വസ്തു വില 
ക ര ണ ത്തി ൽ വിവരിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന 
( പകാരം പണയം മൂലം ഉറപ്പിച്ച 
സംഖ്യ 
ക ര ണ ത്തി ൽ വിവരിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന 
പകാരം പാട്ടത്തിൻറ ആദ്യത്തെ 
അമ്പത വർഷം സം ബന്ധിച്ചു 
കൊടുക്കുമായിരുന്നതോ ഏൽപ്പിക്കു 
മായിരുന്നതോ ആയ പാട്ടങ്ങളുടെ 
മുഴുവൻ സംഖ്യയുടേയുംഅല്ലെങ്കിൽ 
വിലയുടേയും ആറിലൊന്നു തുല്യ 


മായ സംഖ്യ 


മുനിസിപ്പൽആഫീസ്, 

കൊടുങ്ങല്ലൂർ. 


ഏ . ടി . ദിവാകരൻ, 
സ്പെഷ്യൽ ഓഫീസർ, 
കൊടുങ്ങല്ലൂർമുനിസിപ്പാലിററി 
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Municipal Council Alwaye 

NOTIFICATION 


No. G3-6484/77. 

15th March 1978 . 
The following amendments to the Alwaye Municipal Water Supply 
Bye-laws adopted by the Municipal Council, Alwaye as per resolution 
No. VII dated 3-3-1978 and approved and confirmed by the Director of 
Municipalities as per his Proceedings No. R. Dis (L ) 5511/78 dated 15-3-1978 
is hereby published for general informaticn as required under Section 351 
( 2 ) of the Kerala Municipalities Act. The amendments shall come into 
force from 1-4-1978. 

AMENDMENTS 

Bye-lau 16 - Schedule A 
(1) Substitute " 60 paise " in place of " 30 paise " . 
(2 ) Substitute “ Rs. 1.20 " in place of “60 paise . 
(3) Substitute 60 paise" in place of “ 30 paise" . 
(4 ) Substitute the following : - 

" For water supplied to Panchayat area will be charged as above + 50 % . 
Such connections are not eligible for the benefit in Bye-law 17 Schedule B ” . 

Bye-law 17 — Schedule B 
Delete the existing ( 1) & (2 ) and insert the following: 
3000 litres for all assessed buildings per month ". 

Bye-law 18 
“ Substitute " Rs. 6 " in place of " Rs. 3 " and " Rs. 16 " in place of 
" Rs . 8 . 


ആലുവാ നഗരസഭ 3-3-1978 - ലെ 7 -ാം നമ്പർ പ്രമേയ പ്രകാരം അംഗീകരി 
ക്കുകയും മുനിസിപ്പാലിററീസ് ഡയറക്ടറുടെ15-3-1978 - ലെ ആർ. ഡിസം. 
( എൽ) 551178 നമ്പർ പാസീഡിംഗ്സ് അനുസരിച്ച് അംഗീകരിക്കുകയും 
സ്ഥിരീകരിക്കുകയും ചെയ്തിട്ടുളള ആലുവാ മുനിസിപ്പൽ ജലവിതരണ 
ഉപനിയമ ങ്ങ ളുടെ താഴെപറയുന്ന ഭേദഗതികൾ കേരളാ മുനിസിപ്പാലിററീസ് 
ആക ററ ° 351 ( 2) വകുപ്പിൽ വിവക്ഷിച്ചിട്ടുളള ( പകാരം പൊതു അറിവി 
നായി ഇതിനാൽ ( പസ് 8 ധപ്പെടുത്തികൊളളുന്നു . ഈ ഭേദഗതികൾ 1-4-1978 
മുതൽ പ്രാബല്യത്തിൽ വരുന്നതാണ്. 
G. 455 
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ദഗതികൾ 


ഉപനിയമം 16 - പട്ടിക എ 


(1) 30 പൈസ യുടെ സ്ഥാനത്ത് "60 പെസ എന്നു പേർക്കുക. 
(2 ) *60 പൈസ യുടെ സ്ഥാനത്ത് ഭ1 രൂപ 20 പൈസ എന്നു 
ചർക്കുക. 

(3) 30 പൈസ യുടെ സ്ഥാനത്ത്""60 പെസ എന്ന് ചേർക്കുക. 
(4 ) നിലവിലുളളതിനുപകരം താഴെ കാണുന്നത് ചേർക്കുക. 
പഞ്ചായത്ത് പ്രദേശങ്ങളിലേക്ക് ജലവിതരണം നടത്തുന്നതിന് മേൽ 
കാണുന്ന നിരക്കിനു പുറമെ 50 ശതമാനം കൂടി ചാർജ് ഈടാക്കുന്ന 
താണ്. ഇത്തരം കണക്ഷനുകൾക്ക് ഉപനിയമം 17 പട്ടിക ബി . 
അനുസരിച്ചുളള സൗജന്യത്തിന് അർഹത ഇല്ലാത്തതാകുന്നു . 


ഉപനിയമം 17 - പട്ടിക ബി 
നിലവിലുളള (1) •, (2) -. നീക്കം 

ചെയ്ത് പകരം താഴെ കാണുന്നതു 
ർക്കുക. 

" നികുതി ചുമത്തിയിട്ടുളള എല്ലാ കെട്ടിടങ്ങൾക്കും ( പതിമാസം 
300ാ ലിററർ 


ഉപനിയമം 18 


« 3 രൂപയുടെ സ • ഥ 0 ന ത • 6 രൂപ എന്നു . 
സ്ഥാനത്ത് 16 രൂപ ” എന്നുംചേർക്കുക. 


:"8 രൂപയുടെ 


Alwayer . 


V. B. Assoo , 

Commissioner 
(for and on behalf of the 

Municipal Council) . 
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COCHIN PORT TRUST 


NOTIFICATIONS 


I 
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No. P2/7362 (1)/77 /S. 

13th March , 1973. 
The following draft regulations which the Cochin Port Trust 
Board proposes to make, further to amend the Cochin Port Employees 
(Leave) Regulations, 1964, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 28 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), read with 
section 124 of that Act, is hereby published for the information of 
persons likely to be affected thereby . Notice is hereby given that 
the draft will be taken up for consideration on 12-4-1978 . Any 
objection or suggestion which may be received by the Port Trust 
Board with respect to the draft on or before the date so specified 
shall be taken into consideration by the Port Trust Board . 

1. ( 1) These regulationsmay be called the Cochin Port Employees 
( Leave) Second Amendment Regulations, 1978 . 

* (2) They shall come into force on the date on which Central 
Government s approval thereto is published in the Official Gazette . 

2. In the Cochin Port Employees (Leave) Regulations, 1964 
(hereinafter referred to as the said regulations), after regulation 7 , 
the following regulation shall be inserted , namely : 

" 7A . In case an employee dies while in service , the cash 
equivalent of the leave salary that the deceased employee would have 
got had he gone on earned leave that would have been due and 
admissible to him , but for the death , on the date immediately 
following the date of death and in any case , not exceeding leave 
salary for 180 days , shall be paid to his family .” . 

3. In regulation 8 of the said regulations, after sub regulation 
( 2) , the following proviso shall be inserted , namely : 

" Provided that if the earned leave is taken as leave preparatory 
to retirement the maximum earned leave that may be granted at a 
time to an employee shall be 180 days." 
4. In regulation 10 of the said regulations 

( 1 ) for sub - regulation (c ), the following sub-regulation shall 
be substituted , namely : 

" ( c ) Commuted leave not exceeding half the amount of 
half -pay leave due may be granted on medical certificate only, to an 

G. 25 /MC. 
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employee in permanent employ subject to the following conditions, 
namely: 

(i) when commuted leave is granted , twice the amount of 

such leave shall be debited against the half- pay leave 

due ; 
( ii) no commuted leave may be granted under this 

regulation unless the authority competent to sanction 
leave has reason to believe that the employee will 

return to duty on its expiry: 
Provided that half- pay leave upto a maximum of 180 days shall 
be allowed to be commuted during the entire service (without 
production of medical certificate) where such leave is utilised for an 
approved course of study certified to be in the Board s interest by 
the leave sanctioning authority : 

Provided further that a female employee may be granted com 
muted leave , if she so desires, in continuation of maternity leave, 
upto a maximum of 60 days without the production of a medical 
certificate . 

(2 ) for explanation (8 ) below sub -regulation (d ), the following 
shall be substituted , namely : 

" (8 ) Where an employee who has been granted commuted leave 
resigns from service or at his request permitted to retire voluntarily 
without returning to duty , the commuted leave shall be treated as 
half - pay leave and the difference between the salary in respect of 
commuted leave and half -pay leave shall be recovered : 

Provided that no such recovery shall be made if the retirement is 
by reason of ill- health incapacitating the employee for further service 
or in the event of his death ." 

5. In regulation 11 of the said regulations 

(1 ) the words " except that in respect of the first year of his 
service, the earned leave admissible shall be one- twenty second of 
the period spent on duty " shall be deleted. 

(2) for clause (b ) of the second proviso, the following clause 
shall be substituted, namely : 

" (b ) the grant of leave not due shall be subject to the 
further conditions that - 

(i) the employee has put in a minimum of one year s 

service; 
( ii) the post from which the employee proceeds on leave 

is likely to last till his return to duty ; and 
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( iii) the employee is suffering from tuberculosis, Leprosy , 

Cancer or Mental illness and the request for grant of 
such leave is invariably supported by a medical 

certificate" . 
6.1 Regulation 12 of the said regulations shall be deleted . 

7. In regulation 13 of the said regulations, in sub -regulation (b ) , 
clause (iii- a ) shall be deleted ; and for clauses (i) to (iii ) , the following 
clauses shall be substituted , namely : - ! 

" ( i) three months without medical certificate ; 

( ii) six months on medical certificate where the employee who 
has completed one year s continuous service is undergoing treatment 
for common ailments ; 

( ii ) eighteen months on medical certificate , where the 
employee who has completed one 

year s 

continuous service is 
undergoing treatment for 

1 (1) Pulmonary tuberculosis , or pleurisy of tubercular origin 
in a recognised sanatorium ; or 
11 

(2 ) Tuberculosis of any other part of the body by a qualified 
Tuberculosis Specialist or a Civil Surgeon ; or 

(3) Leprosy in a recognised Leprosy Institution or by a 
Civil Surgeon or a Specialist in leprosy hospital recognised as such 
by the State Administrative Medical Officer concerned or approved by 

the Board in this behalf ; 
*********** (4 ) Cancer or for mental illness in an institution recognised 

for the treatment of such disease or by a Civil Surgeon or a Specialist 
in such disease . 
Note : For this purpose medical certificate includes a medical 

certificate issued by the Chief Medical Officer of the Port 

Trust Hospital 
8. For regulation 14 of the said regulations, the following 
regulation shall be substituted , namely : 

" 14. (1 ) An employee who proceeds on earned leave is entitled 
to leave salary equal to the pay drawn immediately before proceeding 

earned leave . 
Note : In respect of any period spent on foreign service out of 

India , the pay which the employee would have drawn 
if on duty in India but for foreign service out of India 
shall be substituted for the pay actually drawn while 
calculating leave salary . 


. 


(2 ) An employee on half pay leave or leave not due is entitled 
to leave salary equal to half the amount specified in sub - regula 
tion (1) 

( 3) An employee on commuted leave is entitled to leave salary 
equal to the amount admissible under sub- regulation ( 1 ). 

(4 ) An employee on extraordinary leave is not entitled to any 
leave salary . 

(5 ) A month s leave salary may be allowed in advance to 
employees proceeding on leave subject to the following conditions: 

(i) No advance may be granted when the leave taken is for 

less than a month or 30 days; 
(ii) The amount of the advance shall be restricted to the 

net amount of leave salary for the 1st month of leave 
that is clearly admissible to an employee after deduction 
on account of income tax, provident fund , house rent , 
repayment of advance etc. so that there is no financial 

risk involved ; 
( iii) The advance should be adjusted in full in the leave salary 

bill in respect of the leave availed of. In cases where 
the advance cannot be so adjusted in full, the balance 
shall be recovered from the next payment of pay or leave 

salary or both ; 
(iv ) . The advance may be sanctioned by the Chairman , Deputy 

Chairman or the Heads of Departments ; 
(v ) Advance in respect of temporary employees shall be 

sanctioned on his furnishing the surety of a permanent 

employee ; 
(vi) The amount of advance shall be debited to the Head of 

account to which the pay etc. of the employee is 

debited ; 
(vii ) Advance under this sub -regulation shall be sanctioned in 

whole rupees." 


5 


II 
No. P2/7362 (ii)/77/S . 

13th March , 1978 . 
The following draft regulations which the Cochin Port Trust 
Board proposes to make , further to amend the Cochin Port 
Employees ( Study Leave ) Regulations, 1964, in exercise of the 
powers conferred by section 28 of the Major Port Trusts Act , 1963 
( 38 of 1963) , read with section 124 of that Act, is hereby published 
for the information of persons likely to be affected thereby. Notice 
is hereby given that the draft will be taken up for consideration on 
12-4-1978. Any objection or suggestion which may be received 
by the Port Trust Board with respect to the draft on or before the 
date so specified shall be taken into consideration by the Port Trust 
Board . 

1 . ( 1) These regulations may be called the Cochin Port Emplo 
yees ( Study Leave ) First Amendment Regulations, 1978 . 

( 2 ) They shall come into force on the date on which Central 
Government s approval thereto is published in the official Gazette . 

2. For regulation 8 of the Cochin Port Employees ( Study 
Leave ) Regulations, 1964 (hereinafter referred to as the said regu 
lations ), the following regulation shall be submircted , namely : 

" 8. Grant of study allowance . - A study allowance shall be 
granted to an employee who has been granted study leave for studies 
outside India for the period spent in prosecuting a definite course 
of study at a recognised institution or in any definite tour of inspec 
tion of any special class of work, as well as for the period covered 
by any examination at the end of the course of study . No study 
allowance shall be paid during study leave for course of study 
in India ." 

3. For regulation 10 of the said regulations, the following regu 
lation shall be substituted , namely : -- 

" 10. Rates of study allowance.- ( 1) The rates of study allowance 
shall be as follows: 
Name of country 

Study allowance per diem 
Australia 

£ 1.00 (Sterling ) 
Continent of Europe 

£ 1.65 ( Sterling) 
New Zealand 

£ 1.20 ( Sterling) 
United Kingdom 

£ 2.00 ( Sterling) 
United states of 
America 

£ 2.75 (Sterling) 


G. 25 /MC. 
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( 2 ) The rates of study allowance to be granted to an employee 
who takes study leave in any country other than the one specified 
in sub - regulation ( 1 ) shall be such as may be specially determined 
by the Central Government in each case." 

4. In regulation 14 of the said regulations, for the words " No 
allowance of any kind other than the study allowance" , the words 
" No allowance of any kind other than the dearness allowance 
( including fixed dearness allowance, variable dearness allowance 
and additional dearness allowance ) and study allowance where 
admissible " shall be substituted . 

5. In regulation 18 of the said regulations, in sub-regulation ( 1 ) , 
after the proviso , the following proviso shall be inserted ; namely : 

" Provided further that no refund under this sub -regulation 
shall be demanded without giving the employee concerned a 
reasonable opportunity of representing against such demand .” 

6. In regulation 19 of the said regulations, for sub -regulation (1), 
the following sub-regulation shall be substituted , namely : 

" ( 1 ) ( a ) During study leave availed outside India , an employee 
shall draw leave salary equal to the pay (without allowances other 
than dearness allowance including fixed dearness allowance , variable 
dearness allowance and additional dearness allowance) that the 
employee drew while on duty immediately before proceeding on 
such leave in addition to the study allowance admissible in accord 
ance with the provisions of regulations 8 to 13 . 

(b ) ( i) During study leave availed in India , an employee 
shall draw leave salary equal to the pay (without allowances other 
than dearness allowance including fixed dearness allowance, 
variable dearness allowance and additional dearness allowance ) 
that the employee drew while on duty immediately before proceed 
ing on such leave. 

( ii ) Payment of leave salary at full rate under clause ( a ) 
shall be subject to furnishing of a certificate by the employee to 
the effect that he is not in receipt of any scholarship , stipend or 
remuneration in respect of any part-time employment. 

(iii ) The amount, if any, received by an employee during 
the period of study leave as scholarship or stipend or remuneration 
in respect of any part-time employment as envisaged in regula 
tions 12 and 13 , shall be adjusted agains leave salary payable 
under this sub- regulation subject to the condition that the leave 
salary shall not be reduced to an amount less than that payable as 
leave salary during half -pay leave." 

(Sd .) 

M. J. KURIAN , 
Cochin - 3 . 

Secretary 
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COCHIN PORT TRUST 


DRAFT NOTIFICATION 


" the 


No. B - 3 /154 /76 /S . 

7th March 1978 . 
The following draft amendment to 

Cochin Port Trust Public 
Bonded Warehouse (Rent and other charges) Regulations, 1967” published 
in the Cochin Port Trust Notification dated 19-2-1968 , which the Board 
of Trustees of the Port of Cochin proposes to make in exercise of the powers 
conferred by sub-section ( ) of Section 123 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 
(No. 38 of 1963) is hereby published for the information of persons likely to be 
affected thereby. 

Notice is hereby given that the draft will be taken into consideration on 
11-4-1978 . Any objection or suggestion which may be received by the Port 
Trust Board with respect to the draft on or before the date so specified shall be 
taken into consideration by the Port Trust Board . 


AMENDMENTS 


1. These Regulations shall be called the Cochin Port Trust Public 
Bonded Warehouse (Rent and other charges) (3rd Amendment) Regulations, 
1978. 

2. They shall come into force on the date of their final publication in 
the Official Gazette . 

3. In the said Regulations, the following shall be added as Regulation 
6 , below Regulation 5, renumbering the existing Regulations 6 to 13 as 
7 to 14 . 


“ 6. RATES FOR BONDING OF GOODS IN OPEN SPACE 


Upto 30 days 


From 31st day 
upto 120th day 


For 100 Sq. Metre or less 


Rs. 200 per 


Rs. 300 per 


Beyond 

120 days 
Rs. 400 

per 
mensem or part 
thereof 


mensem or 


mensem or 
part thereof 


part thereof 


Notes : (i) In this case , the Port will not issue any bond warrant as in the 

case of other bonded goods. 
(ii ) Open space will be let out at the above rate , only to such bonded 

goods, which cannotbe taken to bonded warehouses . 
( iii) Open space will be let out subject to the condition that the party 

will have to pay demurrage charges for the goods less the amount 
payable by way of rent of the space, if the goods are not accepted 

by the Customs in bond .” 
G./26/MC . 
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In the said Regulations, Regulation 5 , shall be substituted by the following: 

" 5 . CONDITIONS AND RATES OF RENT FOR GOODS WAREHOUSED . 


The following are the rates of warehouse rent fixed by the Board under 
section 49 (1) of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963, for the storage of goods under 
bond in the warehouse abovementioned . 


(i) Rent for rooms allotted on a monthly basis. 
Description 

For first 

From 31st day From 121st 
30 days 

upto 120th day day and above 
For roomsmeasuring 

Rs. 600 per Rs. 900 per 

Rs. 1,200 per 
39.1109 Sq. m . mensem or mensem or mensem or 

part thereof. 


part thereof 


part thereof 


(ii ) Rent for storage of cargo at daily rate. 

Warehouse dues on goods stored in the general spaces ofbonded warehouse , 
i.e., space not allotted on a monthly basis. 

Description 

Rent per 

of packages day for day from day from 
Item No. 

the first the 31st 

121st day 
30 days day upto 

and above 
120th day 


Rent per 


Rent per 


) 


53 


) 


Rs. Rs. 

Rs. 
Bags and bales 

each 

0.20 0.30 0.45 
( ii) Cases and crates 

0.40 0.60 0.90 
( iii) Casks, Kegs, drums and 
Jars 

0.40 0.60 0.90 
(iv ) Carriage and motor cars 

4.00 6.00 

9.00 
(v ) Machinery unpacked Per tonnage 

or part 
thereof 

8.00 12.00 18.00 
(vi) Articles not enumerated Per 50 kgs. 2.00 3.00 4.50 

The existing N.B. at the end of the Regulations shallbe deleted and the 
following note shall be incorporated . 

Note . - For occupation not covered by a valid permit obtained or renewed 
sufficient time in advance, penal rent at thrice the rate of normal rentspecified 
in the regulations shall be recovered on a pro- rata basis. 

M. J. KURIAN , 

Secretary 
Cochin - 3 . 
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COCHIN PORT TRUST 


NOTIFICATION 
No. P2/523 /78 /S . 

10th March , 1978. 
The following draft regulations which the Cochin Port Trust 
Board proposes to make , further to amend the Cochin Port Emplo 
yees (Leave Travel Concession ) Regulations, 1964 , in exercise of 
the powers conferred by section 28 of the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963 ( 38 of 1963), read with section 124 of that Act, is 
hereby published for the information of persons likely to be 
affected thereby. Notice is hereby given that the draft will be 
taken up for consideration on 12-4-1978 . Any objection or sugges 
tion which may be received by the Port Trust Board with res 
pect to the draft on or before the date so specified shall be taken 
into consideration by the Port Trust Board . 

1. (1 ) These regulations may be called the Cochin Port Emplo 
yees (Leave Travel Concession ) First Amendment Regulations, 1978 . 

(2 ) They shall come into force on the date on which the 
Central Government s approval thereto is published in the Official 
Gazette. 

2. In the Cochin Port Employees (Leave Travel Concession ) 
Regulations, 1964 (hereinafter referred to as the said regulations), 
for sub -regulation (2 ) of regulation 5 , the following sub - regula 
tion shall be substituted , namely : 

" (2) An employee .may travel in any class for the first 400 
.. Kilometers (160 Kilometers in the case of employees of the fourth 

grade ) of each journey which is his own liability . Beyond 400 
Kms. also , there shall be no objection to an employee travelling 
in a lower or a higher class, but the Board s assistance shall be 
limited to the actual fares for accommodation by the entitled 
class or the lower class, as the case may be , to the extent actually 
used . The fare for the initial 400 Kms. ( 160 Kms. in the case of 
employees of the fourth grade) of a journey to be borne by the 
employee shall be 

( a ) the fare calculated for the first 400 Kms. from the 

Railway Fare Table the actual class by vhich this 
portion of the journey is undertaken 

Or 
(b ) that proportion of the total actual fare which the first 

400 Kms. bears to the distance travelled, whichever is 
G. 27 /MC. 


2 


less . In the latter case, if a portion of the initial 400 
Kms. is travelled by rail in a class higher than that 
to which he is entitled to , the amount to be borne by 
the employee shall be calculated as indicated therein as 

for the entitled class. 
3. In the said Regulations, for regulation 7, the following 
regulalion shall be substituted : 

" 7 Employees and family independent units:-An employee 
and the members of his family may travel either independently 
or together as may be convenient to them and the claim for reim 
bursement in respect of the journey of the one need not depend 
on the journey performed by the other . The members of the 
family of an employee (other than those who actually accompany 
him ) may either travel together or separately in different groups 
as may be convenient to them . Where they travel in different 
groups at different times, reimbursement of expenditure shall be 
allowed in respect of each such group if the outward journey 
is performed ring the currency of the block in respect of which 
the first group performed its journey and the return journey of 
each group is completed within six months from the date of com 
mencement of the outward journey by that group . This condition 
may be relaxed in special cases - by the Chairman or the Deputy 
Chairman . Carry forward of the concession by those groups who 
have not availed of it shall be permitted even if the other groups 
have availed of it during the block period itself . 

4. In regulation 13 of the said Regulations, before the explana 
tion , the following proviso shall be added , namely : 

" Provided that in cases where the shortest route by which the 
journey is required to be performed is disrupted due to accidents 
or other causes, reimbursement by the actual route travelled shall 
be granted." 

5. In the said regulations, for sub- regulation (2 ) of regulation 
18 , the following sub - regulation shall be substituted : 

" (2 ) The concession shall be admissible to an employee and 
his family during leave preparatory to retirement provided that 
the return journey is completed before the expiry of the leave 
and that the concession had not been availed of earlier during 
that particula block of calendar years." 


Cochin - 3 . 


M. J. KURIAN , 

Secretary 
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Trivandrum Town Planning Trust 
NOTICE OF SUBMISSION OF DRAFT SCHEME 

(Under section 12 (2) of the Town Planning Act, 1108 ) 
( Under Rule 45 of the Travancore Town Planning Rules, 1113) 

It is hereby notified that the draft scheme approved by the Trivandrum 
Town Planning Trust in resolution No. VIII dated 30-12-1977 under 
section 12 (2) of the Town Planning Act, 1108 for the area described in the 
schedule below has been submitted to Government through the Chief Town 
Planner on 25-2-1978 . 

SCHEDULE 
Detailed Town Planning Scheme for Chalai Area 
Boundaries : 
North :-50 M. outwards from the centreline of the Chalai Bazaar from 

Sannathimukku to Killipalam . 
East : - Killi River . 
South :-Survey Numbers: 1289, 1293, 1292, 1356 , 1357 , 1358 , 1350 , 

1349 (part ), 1348, 1369, 1370 (part), 1377 (part ), 1376 (part), 
1184, 186, 1188 , 1175 , 1172, 1163 (part) of Iranimuttom 

village. 
West : 30 M. inwards from the centreline of Kothuval Street from 

Sannathimukku Market Road ; Survey Numbers: 
1231 (part), 1232 (part), 1233 (part), 1234 (part), 1236 (part), 

1163 ( part) of Iranimuttom village . 
Extent :-29.3 hectares (approximately) 
Survey Numbers : 

The followirg Survey Numbers of Chengazhacherry and Iranimuttom 
Villages in Trivandrum Taluk are included in the Scheme. 
Chengazhacherry Village 

2095 (part), 2143 (part), 2149 to 2154 , 2155 (part), 2156 ( part), 
2157 (part) , 

2158 ( p.rt), 2160 (part), 
2417 (part), 2418 (part) , 2421 (part), 

2422 (part ), 
2425, 2426 (part ) 2429 (part), 2435 (part), 2435 (part), 2437 (part ), 
2438 to 2443, 2444 (part), 2445 , 2446 , 2447 (pait), 
2453, 2454 , 2455 ( part), 2456 (part). 
Iranimuttom Village 

1163 ( part), 1173, 174 , 1185 , 1189 to 1229 , 1230 ( part), 
1231 (part ) 1232 (part), 1233 (part), _1234 (part), 1235, 1236 (part ), 
1241 ( part), 

1242 to 1288 , 1294 to 1347, 1349 (part), 1351 to 1355 , 
1370 (part), 1371 to 1375 , 1376 (part), 1377 (part). 
Office of the Trivandrum 

G. BHASKARAN NAIR , 
Town Planning Trust, 

Chief Secretary to Government & Chairman, 
Kaudiar, Trivandrum - 3 , 

Trivandrum Town Planning Trust, 
2-3-1978 . 


to 


2298 (part) , 


2331 (part) , 
2424 (part), 


2452 (part) , 


G. 28 /V . 
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Social Welfare Department 

TENDER NOTICE 
IA2-26670 /77 . 

10th March 1978 . 
Separate sealed tenders are invited for the supply of provision and miscel 
laneous articles required for the use of the various Social Welfare Institut 
ions in each District from 15th April 1978 or from any subsequent date to 
31st March 1979. The tenders should be superscribed as Tender No...... 
for the supply of provision and miscellaneous articles and numbered as 
shown below in the Annexure I and addressed to the Director of Social 
Welfare, Kerala , Trivandrum - 14 . Late tender will not be accepted . The 
last date fixed for the receipt of tenders the date of opening of tender, 
the price of tender forms etc. are also shown in the Annexure against each 
district . The tenders will be opened by the Director of Social Welfare 
in his office at Trivandrum in the presence of such of those tenderers or 
their authorised representatives who may present at that time. 

Intending tenderers may on application to the Superintendents of the 
Institution in each district given in the Annexure II or from the office of the 
Director of Social Welfare, obtain on requisition , tender forms on which 
tenders should be submitted . Application for the tender forms should be 
accompanied by a cash remittance which is not refundable under any 
circumstances. Cost of tender forms (original and duplicate ) will be accepted 
only in cash ( cheques, postage stamps etc. will not be accepted ) towards the 
cost of forms, nor will the forms be sent per V. P. P. The tender forms 
are not transferable. Duplicate tender forms if required will be issued at 
the price noted in Annexure I per copy. Further details can be had from 
the Director of SocialWelfare or from the Superintendents of the institute 
concerned. 

( Sd . ) 
Trivandrum . 

Director of Social Welfare. 

Annexure - I 
Sl. Name of the 

Price of Tender Forms Number of 
No. District 

-the tender to 
Original 

Duplicate be written 

on the cover 
of the tender 

forms. 
Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 
1 Trivandrum 10 + S.T . 40 Each 2 + S.T . 8 Each 
2 Quilon 10 + S.T. 40 2 + S.T. 8 

2 
3 Alleppey 25 + S.T.Re. 1 

4 + S . T.16 » 
4 Kottayam 10 + S.T. 40P 

2 + S.T . 8 
5 Ernakulam 10 + S.T. 40 

2 + S.T. 8 
6 Trichur 10 + S.T . 40 

2 + S.T . 8 
7 Palghat 10 + S.T. 40 

2 + S.T. 8 
8 Malappuram 10 + S.T. 40 2 + S.T . 8 

8 
9 Kozhikode 10 + S.T. 40 

2 + S.T . 8 » 

9 
10 Cannanore 

10 + S . T. 40 

2 + S.T. 8 
9 

10 


) 


9 ) 


>> 


) 


) 


>> 


G. 29 / V . 
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Closing date of sale of tender forms . - 3 p.m.on 7-4-1978 
Last date and time of receipt of tenders. — 3 p.m.on 10-4-1978 
Time and date of opening of tenders .-- 3.30 p.m. on 10-4-1978 

Annexure II 


Name of the District 


Name of Institution 


From whom tender 
forms can be obtained 


( 1) 


Trivandrum 


( 3 ) 
Director of Social 
Welfare, 
Trivandrum -14 . 


Quilon 


Superintendent, After 
Care Home, Quilon . 


(2 ) 
1 Care Home 
2 Abalamandir 
3 After Care Hostel for 

Women 
4 Home for the Mentally 

Deficient Children 
5 Home for the Physically 

Handicapped 
Aftere Care Home for 

Adolescent Girls 
2 Beggar Home 
3 Abalamandir 
4 CHL Children 

Rescue Home 
2 Abalamandir 
3 Shelter for Waifs and 

Strays 
4 Home for the Physically 

Handicapped 
5 Childrens Home, 

Mavelikara 

After Care Home 
2 Abalamandir 


Alleppey 


Superintendent, 
Rescue Home, 
Alleppey . 


Kottayam 


1 


Ernakulam 


1 Rescue Home, 
2 Abalamandir 


The Superintendent, 
After Care Home, 
Kottayam . 
The Superintendent, 
Rescue Home, 
Ernakulam . 
The Superintendent, 
Abalamandir, 
Trichur. 


Trichur 


1 Care Home 
2 Abalamandir 
3 Care Home for Disabled 

Children 
1 Abalamandir 
2 Home for the Physically 

Handicapped 


Palghat 


The Superintendent, 
Home for the Physi 
cally Handicapped , 
Palghat. 
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(1 ) 
Malappuram 


Kozhikode 


(2 ) 

( 3 ) 
Rescue Home, 

The Superintendent, 
Thavannoor 

Custodial Care Home 
2 

Custodial Care Home, for disabled Children 
Manjeri 

Manjeri 
3 Abalamandir , 

Malappuram 
1 After Care Home 

The Superintendent, 
2 Shelter for Waifs and After Care Home, 
Strays 

Calicut 
3 Abalamandir 
4 Home for the Mentally 

Deficient Children 
1 After Care Home, The Superintendent, 
Tellicherry 

After Care Home, 
2 Abalamalidir, Tellicherry Tellicherry 


Cannanore 
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Kerala State Housing Board 

NOTIFICATION 
Under Section 50 of the Kerala State Housing Board Act, 1971 

( Act 19 of 1971 ) 
No. R1-6598 /73 . 

February 1978 . 
PERUMBAVOOR HOUSING ACCOMMODATION SCHEME 
It is hereby notified that the Kerala State Housing Board has framed 
Housing Accommodation Scheme under the provisions of the Kerala State 
Housing Board Act, 1971 ( Act 19 of 1971) for the area comprised within the 
boundaries described in the schedules hereunder. 

All particulars of the aforesaid Housing Accommodation Scheme in 
cluding the following documents may be seen free of cost during office hours 
on any working day at the office of the Board situated at Santhinagar , 
Trivandrum -695001, and the office of the Regional Engineer, Cochin 
Housing Unit , situated at Pallimukku , M. G. Road, Cochin . 

1 , Draft clause of the Scheme. 
2. A map of the area comprised in the Scheme. 

3. A statement of the land to be acquired for the Scheme. 
Copies of the documentsmentioned in items 1 to 3 can be had from 
the Regional Engineer, Cochin Housing Unit on payment of the 
prescribed fee . Any person objecting the scheme may file his/her objections 
in writing before the Secretary of the Board within 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notification . Any notice required to be served by the 
Board in respect of the scheme shall for the 

purpose of these 

presents be 
deemed to be sufficiently served if it is left at the residence of the addressee 
and such notice shall also be deemed to be properly and duly served if it is 
sent by registered post to the party s residential address and such service 
shall be deemed to have been made at the time at which the registered letter 
would , in the ordinary course , be delivered even though returned unserved . 
Objection received after the said day will not be considered . 

കേരളാ സ്റേറററ് ഹൗസിംഗ് ബോർഡ് ആഫീസിൽനിന്നും 1971 - ലെ 
19 -ാം നമ്പർ കേരളാ സ്റേറററ് ഹൗസിംഗ് ബോർഡ് ആക° ° 50 -ാം വകുപ്പു 
പകാരം പരസ്യപ്പെടുത്തുന്നത്. 
ക ര ളാ സ റേറററ ഹൗ സിം ഗ 

ബോ ർ ഡി ൽ നി ന്നു 1971 - ലെ 
കേരളാ സ്റേറററ് ഹൗസിംഗ് ബോർഡ് ആക്ടിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ പകാാം 
താഴെപറയുന്ന ഷെഡ്യൂളിൽ വിവരിക്കുന്ന അതിരുകൾക്കുളളിൽ കിടക്കുന്ന 
സ്ഥലത്ത്ഒരു ഹൗസിംഗ് അക്കോമഡേഷൻ സൗകീം ഏർപ്പെടുത്തുന്നതിനു 
വേണ്ടി, ഒരു പദ്ധതി ആവിഷ്കരിക്കുന്നതായിട്ട് ഇതിനാൽ എല്ലാംപേരെയും 
തെര്യപ്പെടുത്തിയിരിക്കുന്നു . 

താഴെ പറയുന്ന പ്രമാണങ്ങൾ ഉൾപ്പെടെ ടി പദ° ധ തിയെപ്പററിയുളള എല്ലാ 
വിവരങ്ങളും തിരുവനന്തപുരത്ത് ശാന്തിനഗറിലുളള ബോർഡ് ആഫീസിലും 

കൊച്ചി റീജിയണൽ ഇൻഞ്ചിനീയരുടെ പുളിമുക്ക് എം . ജി , റോഡ്, കൊച്ചി 
യിലുളള ആഫീസിലും സൂക്ഷിച്ചിട്ടുണ്ട്. ആയവ ആഫീസ് സമയങ്ങളിൽ 
സൗജന്യമായി പരിശോധിക്കാവുന്നതാണ്. 


2 , .. 


പതിച്ചു 


1. ഹൗസിംഗ് സ്കീമിൻറ കരടു വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ ഉൾക്കൊളളുന്ന രേഖ . 
2. ഹൗസിംഗ് സ്കീം ഉൾപ്പെട്ട സ്ഥലത്തിന്റെ പ്ലാൻ. 
3. ഹൗസിംഗ് സ്കീം ആവശ്യത്തിലേക്ക് പൊന്നുംവിലയ്ക്ക് 

എടു 
ക്കാൻ ഉദ്ദേശിക്കുന്ന സ്ഥലത്തെപ്പററിയുളള സ്റേറററ്മെൻറ് . 

ടി ഒന്നുമുതൽ മൂന്നുവരെ ( പമാ നങ്ങളുടെ പകർപ്പ് കൊച്ചിയിലുളള 
റീജിയണൽ ഇഞ്ചിനീയറിൽനിന്നും ചട്ടപ്രകാരമുളള ഫീസ് അടച്ചാൽ കിട്ടുന്ന 
താണ്. 

ടി പദ്ധതിയെപ്പററി ആക്ഷേപം ഉളള പക്ഷം ഈ നോട്ടിഫിക്കേഷൻ 
(പ്രസിദ്ധീകരിക്കുന്ന തീയതിമുതൽ30 ദിവസത്തിനകം രേഖാമൂലമായി ടി 

ബോർഡ് സെകട്ടറിയെ അറിയിക്കേണ്ടതാകുന്നു . ബോർഡ് നൽകേണ്ടതായ 
ഏതൊരു നോട്ടീസും ബന്ധപ്പെട്ട വ്യക്തിയുടെതാമസസ്ഥലത്ത് 
നടത്തുകയോ തപാൽ മാർഗ്ഗം അയാളുടെ അറിയപ്പെട്ട മേൽവിലാസത്തിൽ 
രജിസ്ററർ ചെയ്ത കൊ ടു ക്കു ക യോ ചെയ്താൽ ആയത് 

കെ 
പ്പററാതെ മടക്കി അയച്ചിരുന്നാൽ ന്നെയും സാധാരണ ഗതിയിൽ മേൽവിലാസ 
ക്കാരന് കിട്ടാവുന്ന തീയതിയിൽ ആ ആൾ കൈപ്പറ്റിയതായി പരിഗണിക്കുന്ന 
താണ്. ടി 

തീയതിക്ക് ശേഷം കിട്ടുന്ന ആക്ഷേപങ്ങൾ പരിഗണിക്കു 
ന്നതല്ല . 

SCHEDULE 
District - Ernakulam 

Taluk - Kunnathnadu 

Village - Perumbavoor 
Sl . No. Sy. No. Description 

Extent in 
Hectare 


Garden 


1 . 
2 . 
3 . 
4 . 
5 . 
6 . 
7 , 


164/1| A10 
164/ I /B2 
163 1 E 
163/ i /D3 
162| 5 | cl 
162| 5 | C9 
162/5| C10 


1.1994. 
0.0567 
0,4145 
0.0700 
0.0073 
0.0008 
0.0081 


Total 


1,7568 


Boundaries : 

North - 163 / 1C 
West- സർവ്വ 1631/ DI, | സർവ്വ 163/4, സർവ്വ 164 |1| A7, 

സർവ്വ 164| 1| A8 സർവ്വ 164| 1 | B1 , സർവ്വ 164 |1 | A9. 
South- സർവ്വ 165 1 
East- സർവ്വ 162|5c|2 , സർവ്വ 164/1 | Al2, സർവ്വ 164|1| Ali , 
സർവ്വ 164|1 | A1 , സർവ്വ 16215 | c7 

( Sd.) 
Secretary . 


Reg . No. KL /TV /22 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Pablic Works & Electricity (D ) Department 

ERRATUM TO DECLARATION 
No. 12483 /D1/78 /PW . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 23rd March 1978 
The description of lands in the schedule to the declaration published in 
Government No. 32978 /D1/ 73 /PW . dated 25-8-1973 in Gazette Extra 
ordinary No. 818 dated 25-8-1973 at page 2 may be read as corrected 
below : 

1973 Bomu "ooº 25-5 . 07007070 818-5 . mmuo emowoom 
ഗസററിൽ ഗവൺമെൻറ mm 32978/D1/73/PW . dated 25-8_1973 
ആയി പ്രസിദ്ധം ചെയ്തിരുന്ന പ്രഖ്യാപനത്തോടൊന്നിച്ചുളള വിവരപ്പട്ടിക 
യിലെ വസ്തുവിവരം കീഴ്ക്കാണും (പകാരം തിരുത്തി വായിക്കേണ്ടതാണ്: 
District - Quilon . 

Taluk - Karunagapally. 
Village - Panmana. 

Block No. 12 Chavara 
Sl. No. Sy. No. 

Description Extent 

Aro Sqm . 

For 
5 7081/3 

Dry 

Read 
5 7081/3 

Wet 

0.97 
By order of the Governor, 

N. R. AUGUSTINE, 

Joint Secretary Government. 
33/1096 /MC. 


0.97 


Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification . But intend to note the 
general purport). 

On further verification in the above Survey No. it was found that 
there is discrepancy in the description of land. The above notification is to 
correct the discrepancy . 

( ഇത് വിജ്ഞാപനത്തിന്റെ ഭാഗമല്ല . എന്നാൽ അതിൻറ പൊതുസ്വഭാ 
വത്തെ സൂചിപ്പിച്ചുകൊണ്ടുളളതാകുന്നു .) 
യുടെ വിവരണത്തിൽ പിശക് ഉളളതായി കാണപ്പെട്ടു . 
മേൽപ്പറയുന്ന സർവ്വേ നമ്പരിൽ വീണ്ടും നടത്തിയ പരിശോധനയിൽ ഭൂമി 

മേൽക്കാണിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന 
വിജ്ഞാപനം ഈ പിശകു തിരുത്തുന്നതിനാണ്. 
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